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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION.

Between the dark and the daylight,
When the night-1 beginning to lowet40
Comes a paus n the day's occupations,
That,isiknon as(the Children's Hour. . . .

ti

,(Henry Wadsworth Longfellow, 1807-W2)

.Throughout thd con uct of this study, on occasion I have found myself
remembering with somenostalgia "The Children's Hour," Written by that
great American poet of the nineteenth century. The poem, the first stanza
of which isAuoted above, and others crafted by Longfellow's pen.(e.g., "The
Village Blacksmith," "The Psalm of Life," and "The Courtship of Miles
Standish ".) were required readings in the elementary school I attended many
years ago.

"The Children's Hour" suggested a rather idyllic image of the home
,during a period of theday in whiCh some of the most joyful and meaningful
interaction nd play .occurredltMong children and their parents. Children
were :hoMe -Frio school. The father-had returned from his labors. The
40vening meal, repared by an affectionate, devated wife and mother, had
been consumed by an appreciative family. The dishestwere washed and put
away, and there was a period for family conversationl'rollicking,, and, as
needed, serious. parental counselling--a period which reluctantly was ter-
minated ash the time came for children to turn ,,to- their studies, for the
father to T-ead a book, newspaper, or the Bible, and for the mother to
begin the daily'repAir of holes in stockings and, breeches. To a degree,'
this stereotyped image of family life in earlsier years; with a daily al-4
location of time to concerns and interests of children', has been, recreated
in acurrentteleviSion series, "Little House onthe PrOrie."

My nostalgia, of coarse, is a vicarious one, as I am not of Longfellow's
generation:, In my youth, tlie first of the electronic mass media had arrived
in force, and my post-school, pre-homework-hours were devoted in considerable
Partto the exciting comedies 'and dramas of radio, often in the company
o'f the rest of the family.

Self-indulgence in nostalgia and reminiscence, howeyer, is not the
purpose of, this introduction. I do wish to suggest very briefly and very
broadly that over the yearsduring the "golden daysof radio,' and later
with the advent of televisionyand the increasing pervasiveness of that medium
in ,the home--there has, always been some attention given to the concept of
"family time." For their part, in varying degrees; broadcasters appear to
have recognized the family listening/viewing concept in the scheduling of

7their programs, although never to the satisfaction of all concerned.
Elementary examples are found-in the scheduling of programs of purpIrt9d1

1

19



greater appeal to children in the late afternoons and early evenings a 4
on Saturday mornings. On weekdays, the content of'programming in the arly
afternoons and in the evenings after 8:00 P.M. generally has been mor '
"adult" in nature. 'Such obvious scheduling probably is, designed With at
least three purposes in mind: (1.) to accommodate children When:they are ,

most available; (2) to provide mature program-trig folparents and bther. <
.adults at times when_they,are more available; and (3) for both grOupS,0t0
provide appropriate vehicles for the,advertising of products relevant to
'each. 4 ,

What must have been and
t

continues to be something of a dilemma to
.broadcastersis the period of the broadcast day when both adults and children_
are equally available. Consider, for example, the so- called "early' fringe
time" from 4:30 to 7:30 P.M.1 Monday through Friday. In 1976, the A.C.
Nielsen Company estimated that the average°television household devoted
approximately six anthone-:half hours weekly to viewing during that period
(Nielsen, 1976, 15).

But broadcasters' and parents''concerns,.unhappily,- are not limited to
the early fringe period. It is clearly eyident in many householdsrthat
children not only do not "march to their books" at the end of the early
fringe period, but, in fact, often continue to view during the "primetime"
hours of 7:30 to 11:00 P.M.. The same Nielsen estimates revealed that
children spend more hours viewing teleVision during prime time than in any
other day/part, the averages ranging'from about six to eight and one-half
hours per week:/dependingbn the age group Mielsen, 1976, 17).

To add to. their woes, deservedly or not, broadcasters have been, subjected
to increasing complaints that many television programs contain excessive,
gratuitous, and explicit portrayals of violence, crime, and:sex Which
alJegedtS, have caused or could cause aggressive and antisocial. behavior
of children.,

In 1975, in response to mountinglressures from governmental agencies
and viewer interest groups, and as a " elf-regulating measure7 broadcaster's
incorporhted in the Television Code of the-National Association of Broad-
casters.(NAB) a two-year provision for programming for familYviewing.
Specifically, this concept called for de-emphasis on violence in programming
during the first half of the prime time block. For their part, the three
major commercial networks undertook to provide programming appropriate for
adults and children alike during the periods-of 8:00-9:00 P.M. on weekdays"
and 7:00-9:00 P.M. on Sundays. It should be noted that these so-called
"family hours" started d ended one hour earlier in the central time zone.

During the first two weeks (September 8-21) of the 1975-1976 season,
the size and composition of the television audience'reflected minor changes
compared with estimates for the same time period in the previous season.
Citing theNielsen "ratings," Broadcasting magazine reported that adult
viewing deing the networks' 8:00-9:00 P.M. "family hour" declined six
per cent. However, viewing by non-adults increased four per cent. There
was .a seven per cent jump in the number of teenagers during the period, Aft,

while a three per cent increase was noted for the two- to eleven-year olds.
Perhav more significantly, a fourteen per cent inc y_in the number of
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teenagers' viewing was noted in post-family hours from 9:04.to 11:'00 P.M.
(EST). (Broadcasting, October 6, 1975, 24.)

.

Alscrin September 1975, two groups, the,U.S. Catholic Converence
(USCC) and Morality in Media (MIN), expressed their dissatisfaction with
the familyi:viewing concept to-Richard E. Wiley, Chairman of the Federal
e-Cpmmunications Commission., The latter replied that while he shared some
of-the.,feeling,Of the USCC and. MIN, the no-censorship proVisions of'the
Federal Communications Act of 1934. prevented the FCC from interfering
with the programming policies of the networks., -Wiley further commented
that'the family-viewing_plan'"is, if not a solution to the.whole-problem,*a
step in the rigt direction." (Broadcasting,September 22, 1975, 25726.)

Ear:ly in the 1975-1976 season, talent UAons and producers indicated
their intent to seek a. court injunction against the'continuance of the
"family hour" provisions in the NAB code. The basis of their discontent
was that the networks' programming allegedly constituted prioricensorship
and tended to stifle the creativity of, writers, producers, and direCtors,
(Broadcastingo.September 29, 1975', 41: October 20,,1975,- 42).

In December, 1975, the vice presidents for programming of the, three
major commercial networks discussed the "family hour" with the Hollywood
Chapter of the-Nation'al-Academy of Arts and Sciences. Michael Eisner.
(ABC) considered it a "calculated risk," but emphasized that the family
hour "is not the children's hour," and that "parents have an equal res-
ponsibility to monitor their children's viewing after 9:00 P.M." Steve
Mills (CBS) commented that "it's only a test." John McMahon (NBC) opined
that he was "sure it''s here to stay" (Broadcasting, December 8, 1975, 68).

. In the same month, officials ofCBS reported that the_incidents of
violence broadcast inprograMs in the fall season during prime.time had
dropped on all three networks, compared with figures for the previous:
_season. .Ptrcentage7wise, the decline;in the incidents of violence re-
portedly was'thirty-nine per cent, thirty-two Percent, and twenty per
cent for CBS-TV, NBC-TV4,and ABC -TV, respectively (Broadcasting, December
8, 1975, 68).,

However, Lee Winfrey, feature writer for Knight Publications,..took an
opposite view of the "track record" of the family hour during its inaugural
run in the Fall season of 1975. Drawing on research by Dr. George Gerbner
of the University of PennsylvaTia's Annenberg School of CommUnications,
Winfrey commented that the family hour "has been a con game, just another
public relations ploy intended to convince the gullible that the networks
are cleaning up their, act." Winfrey further noted from Gerbner's findings
that the networks; while reducing the amount of violence during the family
hour between 8:00 and 9:00. P.M., increased the amount during the later hours
from 9:00 to., 11:00 P.M.. According to Winfrey, Gerbner concluded:

It is safe to say.that network policy seems to have responded in
narrow terms, when at all, to very specific pressure, and only while
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the heat Was'o . After nine years of investigationS',- hearings and
commissions. . . . 8 of every 10 (prime time) programsStill contain
someovioence. The overall rate of/violent episodeS, 5.6 per
is if au-thing, the highest on record. (Lee Winfrey, The Wichita4
Eagle and Beacon, April 3, 1.976, Section B, 10.)

.

Amid such, claims and coUnterelaims the controversy/and criticism
swirled unabated with respect to both the efficacy orthe family hour concept
and the overall suitability of. elevision programming for children. The
AroadcaSt'ing industry Continued,its efforts tb find-meaningful and

'.acceptable solutions, and sought additional insightby commissioning and
subsidizing audipnce research studies. Thi is a 'report of ong such study.

I

Origin, Rationale, and Objectives of this Study

ABC's solicitation of academic research,. In January, 1976, the ABC
Television Network solicited research proposals from over '600 colleges.and
universities throughout' die country. The annOunced.objective of the
solicitation was.to promote' "original research projects that will offer new
insights into the social and psychological effects of programm'Ing content."
The letter of-solicitation identified ABC-TV's primary interest in "in-
veAtigating the attitudes, emotions, learning; behavior and perception of

,

the television viewer, especially with regard to children," From the pro-
posals received, ABC-TV announced that it would select five and aWard.
grants of $20,000 for each. .The deadline for submission of entries was
March 15, 1976.

This report is the end Ooduct of a research proposal submitted by
Wichita State University.on March 11, 1976--a propoSal which,' developed, . .

and for which I was designated Project Director, The ration and r:6earch
questions developed in the proposal are reviewed in the next subsection's,

/
After evaluating 327 proposals, on July 1, 1977, ABC-TV notified the ,

University that it had been awarded a grant along with four.other institutions IL

of higher learning--Harvard,Unive?sity, the University of Georgia, the.
University of-North Carolina, and the University of Pennsylvania. Each of
the research projects selected represented an independent investigation,
i.e., there were no provisions for collaboration among the award recipients,

.nor are the projects componegts o a coordinated program of research among
the .five institutions.

Rationale' of the study. Wichita State-University and I share wit
ABC-TV-,an interest in the social significance of television; and for seVeral
years prior to receipt of the research solicitation we have been aware-of
a widely expressed concern over the impact of television programming
content upon society, especially upon children. Much of this concern, stems
from a possible causal connection between television portrayals of violence-
and 'aggressive or antisocial behavior of young viewers.
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In 1969-,under my supervision, J. A. *Gorsky (M. Ed., Wichita State
University) conducted anextensive review of the literatureavatlable on
the effects oftelevision,uppn'children. -After syntiiesizing and balancing
the "pro'S and con's'," Gorsky concluded:

*.;.-,, .

i

TelTelevision. viewing does not affect all ,children ,and perhaps
as indicated it'influencesonly those who could be.easilpinfluenced ,

by an action. Children Who ,look to the TV for'adult guidance will
.

no doubt find wrong answers, bUtthat'is not necessarily t e -fault of
the TV. ..When a child need's parental care and- guidance an receives

i none, then the fault lies with the parent concerned and t
.
with.the.

1. adult substitute (Gorsky, 1969)..
.

Y .

..

I Am inClined to'agree'with Gorsky's observations that there a-re many other
.influences which may modify a child's behavior, andthat'it may be. somewhat
unfair.to single out televisionas,the "culprit," while ignoring the effects
and roles of other media, schools, community environment, friends,'peers
and parents.

5

Not inconsistent with Gorsky's conclusions were the findings of a group
of distinguished behavioral scientists, the Surgeon General's Scientific
Advisory Committee on Television and Social Behavior. The ommittee was
formed in response to a request to the Surgeon General b nator John
Pastore, Chairman of the Senate's Communication Subco ttee, to find.
definitive answers to the questions of causal relation ips etween televised
crime and violence and antisocial behavior of childrep. 1972, after more
"than two years of study, which included a review of lignificant research
conducted prior to and during the period of the investigation, the Committee
concluded that there are:

. , .a preliminary and tentative indication of .a causal relation
between viewing violence on television and aggressive behavior; an
indication that any such causal relation opecdtes only on some children
_(who are preditposed-to:be aggressive); and an indication that it

.

operatet'only in some environmental contexts. Suchtentative/and
and limited conclusions are not very satisfying.. They represent sub-
stantially more knowledge than we had two years ago, but they leave
many questions. unanswered. (Surgeon'General's Scientific Advisory
Committee on Television and Social Behdvior, 1972.)

4

Since' the Committee's report, the "unanswered questions" have continued
to be the subjects of numerous new behavioral studies, re-evaldatiOns of \
existing studies, and public hearings' before viewer intest groups and
con regional committees, the findings of which, in my judgment, have been
incgrclusive.' I do not mean to 'degrade tuchefforts nor tb,,imply that they
should not be continued. Surely, all people of integrity and good will mus't,-'
yearn for a resolution:of these matters. Before the_"case goes to the jury,"
it would appear that some consensus must emerge with respect to: Whatis
"violence"? .HotAt can or should it be measured? ,Are there polarities of
"good" and "bad" violence, with."Shades of gray" in between? Is. it feasible
or adviSable to effect,total elimination.of violence, however it may be 1

,defined, from one mass medium's programming content? Finally, and perhaps. ...,
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even more importantly, who shall make- the judgments?
r--3

I Shall-not belabor theseAuestions. Suffice to say thattin the six-
week period between receipt of ABC-TV1.S Solicitation and the submission of
the research'proposal I concluded: (1) Within the constraints oftime,
funds,,:and available resources,k.certainly noone "pilot research project
could:presume to provide the answ rte; (21 Preoccupation with the potential
effects of televised violence upo children may.have'inhibitedinquiry into
an equally important area of legi :mate concern-..-the extent to which parents
monitor, supervise, and control their children's exposureto television,
whatever the prOgramming content of that medium may .be.

.
.

Without'assuming any position of advocacy, 1 reasoned that even if,
as alleged, television is p4entiallAt harmful-to children, in programming
content or yi- the iocidencqvland aleunt of viewing, parents presumably do or
should have/some control over their Children's exposure. Exercise of 'Such
control could have considerable impact upon,the television "menu." Becau e
'of the economic1,sis of commercial broadcasting in,a Tree enterprise sys m,

if for no other reason, networks and stations understandably are sensitive
to any reduction in their audiences that might result from objectionable
programming. , v

.

Objectives of the study. Having developed the raponale outlined bove,
the proposal to ABC-TV focused on the need fori and the intent to stud ,

data with respect to the research questions listed below. After enumerating
these questiqns, a brief review of.'existing, relevant information will be
provided in the succeeding subsection. The research questions were:

1. What is the'incidence and amount of children's viewing before.,
during, and after the "family viewing period" in the afternoonsand eveni
before:gbilool. daysL

2. What are 'the attitudes of children and their parents toward
specific programs broadcast during and after the "family viewing period" or
each night of the week, Sunday through Saturday, from 6:00 P.M. to 10:00 P.M.?

.3. What are the attitudes of children and their parents toward .

specific programs broadcast on Saturday mornings?

4. To what extent do parentt require their children to stop
viewing television at specified times, in the evenings before school days
and before non-school days?

5. What parental guidance is provided to'children on the viewing
of specific programs broadcast in the evenings and on Saturday mornings, and
now-do children's and 'parontt' perceptions of such guidance, obtained
independently of each other, compare?

6. What are the effects of demo9raphic variables (age, sex,
educatio , race,-degreecof Urbanization; and parental relationship) and
multi-se availability upon viewing habits, program preferences, and parental
guidan

2/F4'
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Rev'iew.of Relevant Literature

-N.
Incidence and,pount'of,,,c *Wren's viewing. The broadpastingindustry

possesses; of course, considgra e, data on the 'viewing habits of both adults
and children. Much-of:the inra prr-bded by commercial- research
Companies,,sometjmes known aWratings services," whichobtainAhedata by',6

various-.1Methods7-electronic recording of set tuningS, personal/ inferviews,,
self-administered questionnaires, or 'cliaries.,-'! Regardlest of the.d-Werences
in methodOlogy, the ratings.servtcOS provide perrodic and systeM40Cestinwtes
of the Sizeand.compositiop-of the television audience. With:theohvious
exception of "electfonic rgcording of-setturiin§s,'' the apdienceestimates
normally_are derived from reportsby adults, and inferences about the'
404.nce and amount'Of children's viewing are, thereforeased primarily on
parental 'repOrts. SUch,1,nferences are subject:topassible error. .

,
One OoSsible source of error lies,in one 'person's inability to a6ately

and consistently report on,-the behavioriof,another. Another source maY%lie
found in .different and indepenfent perceptions of ,a given "event" by twa or
more people. _These types of errors could account for discrepancies noted
in estimates of children!S viewing based on separate reports from parents
and children.

Greenberg, Ericson, and Vlahos (1972) conducted a study of eighty-five
children in the fourth.and fifth grades in an elementary:Schoolain iestern
Michigan, and compared the children's reports of their viewing With those
obtained separately from the mothers. The children reported that they
devoted anfaveragepf six hours daily to viewing television.. The average,
based on their Mothers4. reports, was two and one-half hours. The. children
reported viewing an average of four "violent" programs per week: Their
mothers reported their children's average to, be only one and one -half of such
programs. Other discrepancies were noted in reports of: the amount of time
Chijdren view,on.Saturday; program selection; perceived reality'of television;.
rules about watching, and family interaction. The highest correlation (r1,.:-
.522, rather low)in statistical-magnitude) existed between children's and
the mothers' reports.on the numberof nonviolent shows viewed by the children.

In addition to inaccuracy of reporting and selective perception; there
are other factors which may account for disparities,betweenadult11%and
children's estimates of the. latter's LoSciuto (1972), in a review
of a study by Schramm, Lyle, and Parker (1961), suggested.that the*dif7
:ferences'in amounts of reported viewing may be due to different methodologies
employed. Hefound that an,unsUpervised diary elicited almost twenty per
cent less reported viewing than aided recall methops." He noted.that a
1969 study by the Roper organization (which asked respondents to estimate
the amount of time-they spent vileWing on an avera0 day) "generated television
estimatesfor about 250 adolescents that averaged outito be fifty per cent
large than if the adolesCehtS-were-asked how much tbib..they,had viewed
'yest rday!."

7
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-Thusfar, consideraton has bOen givefttopotenti al 'errors /in estimating
the.Ancidence and amount of liStein9Wchildizen--errofs r lting_frOM.
inaccurate reparting_by others, sel tive.perceDtion, 'or-differences in .

methodology.,_. One additional Obserya ion should be Made: On occasion,
.unreliability of est=imate may:beittributable to o.vergeneral.47ation.of

,
the youth audience as-one conststing ofi,allithale'uOer. eighteen yearabf',
age.-- In their.' i97.0 of sdheorthildren in the first`;. sixth, and-tenth
grades in-,a small town Oft the fringe bf Los AngeleS, Lyle-andiHdffmah (1972) ,Y

-study; patterns and amounts of.Viewngvaried pxcording toege e ,and ,.
concluded that there is 4:lo a'Stich thing as'a "Child audpienee.'')Ireir ;

other influences such asOolescence.'. Viewing appeared to pk aboOt the
Age-of puherty4with.SiXth graders reporting signifiCantlymore.Yiewing-
than either. the. first gradersor the. tenth graders.

. . _.
.,.

. Ift the ,instant study,, the amounts of time. spent viewing by childr
in the fourth to the ninth. grades are.based on theirrecall.of."li:
yesterday'l, on days and.hights before days,. This methOdologiCa
proach, its would seem, would be.subject.to less error than to solici
parental estimates; parental recording of their children's, viewing, o

children's generalized estimates of how much time they -spend viewing "on an
average day." -.-

Children's andparents' attitudes toward programs. Relative and com-
. parative popularities of specific programs frequently are inferred from the
.ratings supplied by commerce fl researchorganizations,::a "rating" being
the percentage of the. potential audjence which reports viewing a, given
program at a given time T9 be sure,- there must be a fairly"high correlation
between "ratingS" and preferenceS,the assumption being that people watch
what they prefer. However, as was trie 'gate for the incidence of viewing,
inferences of programOpopujaritiesfromratings may be subject to-possible
error.

As noted above; one type of error may be found in the. discrepancies
between parents' reporting of their -children's viewing and the viewing

(.1

reported directly by those children (Greenberg, °Ericson, and Vlahos, _1972).
. ,

. . . d .

Another possible error in this type of inference may regult from the
fact thal. the act of ,viewing a program per se does not necessarily eqUate to
a preference for that program. Ratings may even reflect the viewing'of a
program which is not Preferred, but thich may represent only the best pf
mediocre choiCes among's-the program offerings in a given time period.

A third error iftinferring childrens preferences from viewing may occur
to the extent that children do not always have.complete freedom to choose .

the programs they view: Lyle and Hoffman (.1972) found that Only'eight
per cent and fifteen per -cent of thesixth-aWd tenth graders,' respectively,.
reported that they controlled the s.electfon:i3f the programs theyvi.ewed.
Most of the decisions on program selection were Ma4e,y_fathers,mothers, or
siblings, or arrived at by. a ''compr'onifse'eMong Ihe filemters, of the faMily.,

ti
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)
,Bauer (1973) reported.similar findings. In families withchildren, when

more-than one'person viewed kprograb the selection ofthat program was
made primarily by the mother or the father. Only seventeen per cent of the
-decisions were made by children..

It Would not necessarily follow, therefore, that children's viewing
of programs,. "violent" or not, represents kdirect preference. In many
cases,-children maybe "captive", viewers of programs selected by other
.members of.the family.,,I

,

.) The instant study was designed to obtain directly and separately from
children and their parents the preferences for, or 'dislikes of, specific

..,----- programs broadcast during the period of 8:00 to 10:00 P.M. (the first half
of which representS the "family viewing period") on each night of the week
and on Saturday morningS.',.'

Parental guidance on'Ciiewing. As noted above, earlier studies have
sqggested that much of'program selection is made by parents. If_true, and
if parents themselves select violent programs, then-children may become
eitherwilling or captive' viewers of thbse same programs.

)

Walling (1975) commented that "parehts. views on and their use. of
television may partially determine how a child responds to television
he views it a's well as how much time he actually.does view it."

yr.

Liefer,sGordon,.and Graves (1974) observed:.

when

Parents and other adults in the home have the greatest oppor-
tunity to influence children's use of television. They may control
actual viewing and cultivate program preferences. They also may
comment on specific, content as This shown or4.react-later when'
children later act'out something they' have seen. Finally, parents
can help children to disCern the reality,and relevance of what they
are seeing.. There is little available evidence that parents con-.
sciously carry put these activities._

Rue (1974) similarly, reported that "abundant evidence indicates1 that
there is generally little control of iteleviewing'by parent's for their
children."

What is the evidence to which Rue and others refer? Hess and Goldman
(1962) interviewed 99 mothers in the metropolitan, area of Chicago. Based
on these Interviews, they reported that while the fAtheE exerts little
control over the viewing behavior, of his children; he may_Preempt-the set
for hiS,own use. Sixty per cent of the mothers indicated this to be the
case. Seventy-four per cent of the mothers reported that they "seldom
or never" suggest shows for their children to -view. Only about one-fourth
.reported that there are specific programs they forbid their children to view.



1

10

Rue (1974) cited a survey by Musgrave (1969), unavailable to me, in
Which Musgrave found that slightly over one-half of the parents of eleven-
year olds did not prohibit their children from watchingany programs, and
that four out of ten did not encourage their children to watch specific
programs.

Lyle and Hoffman (1972) reported on.parental restrictions placed upon
the viewing of first, sixth, and tenth graders. The proportion of children
reporting some parental limits placed on viewing ranged from nineteen per
cent of the first graders to thirty-six per cent of the older children.

Bauer (1973) reported somewhat similar findings.. Parents of children
between the ages of four and twelve asserted that they exert some control.
Forty-six per cent said they had "definite rules," while twenty-seven
per cent said they had no rules.

While there appears to be greater evidence of parental guidance
that suggested by Leifer, Gordon and Graves or Rue, this brief overview of
the research suggests that less than half of the parents do control the
viewing of their children.

The instant study, Tepresents'an effort to obtain more information about
parental guidance, as perceived separately by children and parents, and
the impact thereon of the "family hour" and the gro 'rig number of multiple-
set homes.

Effects of multiple-set availability. Absent from studies available
to me at the time the research proposal was submitted A ABC-TV were data
on the effects of multiple-set availablility on parental guidance.

Basic data on set ownership, derived from Nielsen's estimates for
September, 1975, indicated that forty-three per cent of all television-
equipped homes had two or More sets. Compared with households of only one
or two people, the percentage of larger households with multiple sets was
higher--48% of those with three to four persons, and 63% of those with
five or more (Nielsen, 1976).

Tested in the instant study is the hypothesis that less parental
guidance is exercised in multi-set homes than in single-set homes. The
hypothesis emerges'from the possibility that parents may find it more
difficult to monitor their children's viewing when more than one set is
availab1i in the home.

Scope and Locale of the Investigation

Sedgwick County revisited

In developing the proposal for the "pilot research project," as
solicited by ABC-TV, I recognized thatime, funds, and resources would

28
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preclude the investigation of children's viewing habits, program preferences,
and parental guidance on a national scale. I elected, therefore, to
restrict the study to a large random sample of 5,000 children in an area
in which I had lived for many years, and an area in which I had prior
audience research experience.

In 1947, conducted a survey of the radio listening habits and
program preferences of 4,675 Sedgwick County Kansas) school children in
the fourth through the ninth grades (Mohr, 1947). My memory of the many
rewarding and enlightening experiences with that study prompted me, some
thirty years later, to revisit that county for the purposes of this study.
I was reasonably confident that I could again enjoy the splendid cooperation
of school administrators and instructors which was manifest in the 1947
study. Moreover, in the latter, I had observed that children in the six
grades were quite capable of completing a self-administered questionnaire
with a high degree of thoroughness.

The results of the 1947 study indicated that students in six selected
grades, ranging roughly from nine to fifteen years of age, differed con-
siderably in their listening habits and program preferences. Such dif-
ferences were due in part to the maturation and increasing educational
sophistication that occur as the children advance from one grade level to
the next. Near the mid-point of the age range, puberty occurs along with
the physical, emotional, and psychological changes which tend to distinguish
the child from the adolescent._ I found, in the 1947 study, that the older
the students were, the more closely their radio listening habits resembled
those of adults.

,, The same mid-point in the age range also marks the beginning of a new
educational experience. Having been accustomed to an educational environment
of one instructor in one classroom in the lower grades, those entering junior
high school are introduced to a departmentalized curriculum with a wide
range of subjects, both required and elective, and with a variety of
instructors and academic facilities.

The influences of age, maturation, and different modes of instruction
as reflected in the behavior of these children made the latter, in my
judgment, appropriate subjects again for a study of habits and preferences
with respect to a different broadcasting medium--television.

I 'recognize, of course, that the fourth through the ninth grades
represent only the "interquartile range" of the twelve grades included in
the elementary and. secondary levels of education. I opted to exclude
children in the first through the third _grades on a rather well-founded
belief that they would experience considerable difficulty in completing
self-administered questions, thereby making their respohses less complete
and less reliable.

Students in "senior high school" (tenth through the twelfth grades),
on the other hand, were excluded for more pragmatic-reasons. Perhaps the
overriding consideration was,that 'extension of the scnope of the study to
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accommodate these students would have necessitated a much larger sample.
As noted above, I'planned for a total sample of 5,000 students in the
fourth through the ninth grades. For each grade level, I expected ap-
proximately 800 to 900 responses--approximately the numbers obtained in .

the 1947 study--which should provide estimates andicomparisons of reasonably
high statistical reliability. To maintain the same level of reliability,
the_inclusion of senior high school students would have required an increase'
in the overall sample from 5,000 to 7,500--a fifty per cent increase
which could not be accommodated by.the available time and funds.

Description of the survey locale

No presumption is made that Sedgwick County is a microcosm of the
entire nation. In this pilot study, however, analyses are made of certain
`demographic variables,-the effects of which may be applicable in varying
degrees to other areas similar in ewironment.. The-extent to which the
findings are applicable and valid for other locales is a matter for each
reader's inference and judgment. To assist readers in making sucedeter-
minations, a brief capsulated description of Sedgwick County and Wichita
is provided below. Specific documentation for each datum is not essential,
and extensive footriotilig would unnecessarily impede the progress of the
description. Suffice it to say that the data were gleaned from materials
provided by the Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce. I shall attempt to
restrain any biases that may reside in my favorable orientation to the
area, and to consciously avoid the role,of a "chamber of commerce advocate."

Location. Sedgwick County lies in south central Kansas, roughly fifty
miles north df the border with Oklahoma. Figures 1, 2, and 3 provide a
geographical orientation to the state,. county, and the ten unified school
districts for which Sedgwick is the "home county."

Population. The county's population hovers around 340,000, of which
approximately 265,000 reside in Wichita. Sedgwick and the adjacent county
to the east? Butler, comprise the Wichita. "Standard Metropolitan Statistical
Area" (SMSA) with a population of neatly 380,000.

As the largest city in Kansas in both population and area (93.8 square
miles), Wichita serves a major market area populated by over 800,000 people.

Urban/rurarmix. Ninety per cent of Sedgwick's population is classified
."urban," although all communities in the county, with the exception of
Wichita, have populations of less than 10,000, and the vast majority report
less than 2,500. As one leaves-the "city," a definite ural and agricultural
environment is clearly evident. In size, the farms in the 'county average
around 325 acres.

Racial, mix. The county's racial /ethnic composition is: 90.2% White,
7.9% Black, 1.3% Spanish-Mexican, 0.2%,American Indian, and 0.4% "other."
Most of the minority groups reside in Wichita.
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Fig, 2. Counties and Unified School Districts of Kansas
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Eucational distribution. Among the adult population in4the Wichita
SMSA, the educational distribution reveals that 45% of the adults,had
one or more years of college, 35% were high school graduates; and 18% had
some high school or less. Th,9,educational attainments of 2% were "undeter-
mined."

16

Educational facilities. Within each of the county's ten unified public
school districts, there is the normal complement of elementary 4nd secondary
schools, with an overall student/teacher ratio of 18.5:1. In Wichita, .4
there are seventeen parochial schools'(foyrteen elementary, two high, ands
one special), with an average 'student teacher tsio of 19:1. In the city
and throughout the county, busing of children to chool serves one or both
of two purposes: economy of resources'and integration.

Three institutions of higher learning are located in Wichita-- fchiia -

State University, with an enrollment of approximately 15,000, and F fends.
'University an0 Kansas Newman College, each With approximately,1,00

1 %

Age distribution. Within the Metropolitan area, 36.3% of the m'a),qs,-dre
under 20 years of age; 56.5% are in the 2064 range; and 7.2% are 65 or
older. The mean age is 27.8 years. Comparable figures for females-are:
under 20, 34.2%;.-0764, 56.0%; and 65 or over, 9.8%:

Income and home ownership. The median annual income of metropolitan
households is nearly $14,000. About three-fourths of the families own
their homes. The vast majorit3; of the,SMSA hoUseholds (82%) reside in
single-unit houses, 8% live in apart !its, and 5% in other types of
dwellings, e.g. "mobile hoMes."

Employment. The :civ Xian work force of 190,000; tWely to seventy-six,
years of age, is distributed among the following categories: ufacturingl
29% (17% in aircraft ipdustries).; wholesale and retail trade, 21 ; services,
17%; government, 12%; and "other," 21%. In April, ,1977, the annual
unemployment rate was reported to be 5.2%, about two per cent below the
national average.

flommerce and industry. The metropolitan area has a diversified economic"
base, with approximately 625 manufacturers located in Wichita and employing
about 55,000. Over 65% of the world's "general aviation aircraft" are
produced in Wichita's four major aircraft induatries. Wichita is:'

1. One of the nation's largest centers for meat processing (Over
one million head of livestock annually).

2. A major transport and storage center for grain products. The
largest single grain storage unit in the world reportedly is located in
Wichita, and many such elevators comprise a good part of the city's "skyline."
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3. An axis of Kansas', oil and gas produCing industry which pumps
a half-billion dollars into the economy. Among the ninety-four oil and gas
producing counties in Kansas, Sedgwick ranks fourteenth in production.

47' A major petro-chemical center.

5. The headquart&s of one of the largest manufacturers of
camping _and recreational eqyipment. ab

6. A center for production and processing of metal and plastic
products.

Mass media. Located in Wichita are two major daily newspapers (one
morning and dye evening), thirteen radio stations (six FM and seven AM),
and four VHF television stations. Three of the latter arelaffiliates of
the major commercial networks: KAKE (ABC), Channel 10; KARD (NBC), Channel
3; and KTVH (CBS), Channel 12. KPTS, Channel 8, is a Public Broadcasting
`Stdtion.

Summary. That, in a "nutshell" is. Wichita- Sedgwick County, Kansas.
There are obvious omissions--the major cultural attractions of which the
area is justly proud (asis true fOr most metropolitan centers)-the four-
season climate with plenty of sunshine (65% of the days of the year)--and
the mountains and seashores (which do not-exist!).

Epilogue to a Prologue

Events subsequent to initiation of this study. On November 4, 1976 --
eleven days before the survey was launched in Sedgwick County--U.S. District
Judge Warren-Ferguson ruled that the "family hour" violated First Amendment

.guarantees of freedom of speech. He declared that "NAB has no constitutional
right to set up a network bol3rd to censor and regulate American teleOsion.
(BNadcasting, November 8, 1976, 20.) Appeals by the NAB, FCC, and the
networks are still pending.

My contacts with the program directors of the. three local network
affiliates indicated that Judge Ferguson's ruling would have little or no'
effect on their stations' programming during the 6:00 to 8:00 P.M. period.
For all practical purposes, therefore, effects of the "family viewing"
concept were still relevant to and measurable by the survey.

January, 1977, the National Congress of Parents and Teachers.held
a tes of eight regional hearings throughout the country. The purpose-

of the heaHngs was to provide opportunitiesfor parents,-educators, . -

broadcasters, viewer interest groups, researchers, and expert witnesses to

express their viewson the impact of televised violence upon-children.
Preliminary Conclusions of the PTA hearings represented a ratherstrong
indictment of violence-oriented programming by the networks. According to

I I
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a feature article in the Chicago Tribune, reprinted in the Wichita Eagle
and Beacon (April 16, 1977, 8A),'Mrs. Carol Kimmel, presideht of the national
PTA, asserted that the PTA was placing the TV networks on a "six-month
probationary period".beginning in July, 1977. If the amoVnt of violence
is not reduced by the end of that period, the PTA reportedly will consider
boycotts of advertisers, programs, and stations, and petitions to deny
license renewals of stations carryihg overly violent programs.

Early inthe year, the American Medical Association (AMA) announced
that it had asked major advertisers to review their policies with respect
to advertising on programs with excessive, violence. Sears, Roebuck and

-Company, Eastman-Kodak, and Chevrolet subsequently, in February, announced
the adoption of anti-violence policies on the placement of their a' ising
in television schedules (Broadcasting, February 14; 1977, 79).

On March 2, the House Communications Subcommittee hel a one-day
hearing whicLretraced much of the ground covered in the.ea her PTA
conferences.

Meanwhile, in seeming reaction to the controversy, television networks
announced adjustments in their programming'policies. Robert T. Howard,
president of NBC-TV declared in an interview with the Associated Press
that NBC would de-emphasize violence:in its line-up of programs for the
fall season of 1977 (Wichita Eagle and Beacon, January 28, 1977, 5B).

Alfred R. ASchneider, vice presidenfof ABC Inc., during a workshop
of the National Association of Advertisers on February 1, 1977, declared that
ABC "is working on and hopefully will shortly\be able to,introduce a method
of examining and reviewing the portrayal of violence on both a qualitative
and cmdntitatiye basis. ", He ind-icated that television is alreadjf,mOnitoring
writing and production of programs, prescreening for netw6rk affiliates,
and is engaged in long-term research studies on the impact of television.
Said Mr. Schneider:

We are not about to ban violente from the airwaves totally. At
the same time, we are not about'to permit the portrayal of violence
for the sake of violence itself. . . We'will require that. When violence
is portrayed, it will be responsibly portrayed toths extent to which
its consequences are adequately depicted in depth: . . . (Broadcasting,
February. 7, 1977, 68-69).

From the brief review above, it would appear that the controversy.
over televised violence )while far from resolution to the satisfaction of
all concerned, may.be.hOaded in the direction of-a denouement of sorts.

0

Parental guidance on children's viewing,. however, has received less
public attention and emphasis. On February 15, 1977, in a debate with
Thomas Swafford, NAB's senior vice president for public affair's, on
ABC-TV's "Face Off"'segment of ABC's Goodmorning America show, Mrs. Carol
Kimmel (presideptof the national PTA) argued plaintively (my adverb)
that the industry must shoulder some of the responsibility for what children

, ( .
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view, if fort no Other reason than that the yiewing habits.' of some of the
children are not supervised by their parents. Mr. Swafford replied,
"You can't ask 1V to take over their responsibilities as parents." (Broad-
casting, February 21,-1977, 46).

Without taking "sides" in the argument, it, is hoped that this study
will provide information on and insight to the extent to which parents do
or do not provide guidance on their children's viewing of specific prograMs

-eat specified times.
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At the beginning of this chapter, I alluded to Longfelldw's nineteenth
century poem, The Children's Hoyr." In my duly known lapse into editorial-

, izing, I might suggest.,that if the "children's hour" is outmoded in today's
more modern and complex society, and if the "family'hour" unconstitutional:,
perhaps a "parents" hour may be in order. Let d at least begins to consider
the potential-of that alternative when examining the findings of the study
in the chapters that

Autonomy of this study. In awarding the grant to Wichita State,
University for support of this study--in which WSU also invested $6,,000 --
ABC -TV clearly acknowledged the academic integrity and autonomy of both
the University and the project director. Throughout the conduct of the
study, all parties concerned--ABC-TV, the University, and I--have operated
within the spirit and context of that acknowledgement. Basically, our
endeavor has been to design a project for the purposes of obtaining data
Which relate directly to the research questions posed earlier in the
chapter, without preconceptions or biases, and without substantive
'restraints by the'grantor. In that sense, the University and I are not
apologists, defenders, or critics. of the television industry in general or
of ABC-TV. in particular-

Our interest is to disseminate, within the capability of the allocated
resources, the findings to interested,parties without regarttn'their
affiliation or relationship with the industry or the network. We shall
present the facts as we see them, without making value judgments of.the
several roles which are played by the industry, educators, parents,
children, governmental agencies, viewer interest groups, or others who are
involved and concerned with.the pervasive social phenomenon of television.
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CHAPTER I
t.

METHODOLOGY"

The quality of any resdarch study is,depen nt in great part upon th
methodology employed, This chapter, admittedly, iscursive at,times, is
presented inconsiderable detail with three, pur oseS,in mind: Mt° en le
the reader to judge the adequacy and tporoughne s of the procedures, controls,
and safegards employed; (2) to assist.othe s o might...contemplate the con-
duct

of this study; and (3) to explain th -rat onale'for the methodologicalir
duct of similar studies by sharing with th m my experiences throughout the /(

prOcedures that I, followed.
...

Refinement of the Target Population

o As noted in Chapter I, the'popplation to be studied consisted of scbool
children in the fourth /hrough the ninth grades in Sedgwick County, Kansas.- ,

Early in the study two refinethents of-that population were made:" the rationale
formhich is provided below.

Study limited to students,i,n public schools. The intent orthis
limitation was not to slight nor degrade the importdnce of studerits enrolled
in private or parochial schools which account for approximately ten to
elven perhcent of ,the enrollment in the six-selected:grades throughout the
county The decision to delete private and'parochialschools from the sample.

'was essentially a pragmatic one. With the funds, personnel, and time available,.
'it wd1ld have been difficult to: (1) effect the necessary administrative
arrangements which were alreadY7quite e tensive in effecting coordination with
the ten public school systems in Sedgwi k County; (2) obtain d sample Of
sufficient size which would permit stati tidally reliableanalyses.of
differences among public.and private sch of ChiTdren--differepces which
might be attributable to variations in method` s of instructidlaoreligious
beliefs, or the life styles within the homes:Of the children1XV7 -

Having Set a total of 5N00 students as the goal fa' the desired sample,,
the inclusion ofchildren in prlvate and parochial schools, proportionately
represented, would have yielded a maximum of approximately 500 respondent's
which, when analyzed by differept religious denomi- nations and several demo-
graphic variables, would have resulted in very small subsamples of low
statistical reliability.

I hasten to add that the-study of children in non-public schools would,
On my judgment, be A most inforria/ive and worthwhile endeavor, and I hope
that it will be conducted some dy by an appropriate investigator. Clearly,

. a region more' extensive than Sedgwick County would be required to obtain a
sufficiently large sample of children enrolled in such schools for statistically
reliable analyses and estimates.

20
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Special education students excluded. A second refinement of the target
opulatjon was the exclusion of students enrolled in "special educatiOn" classes.
e latter are designed primarily for children with educational, physical, and
otional handicaps, 'rid account for approximately six per cent of students

enrolled in the six selected grades. 1976-77, the Wichitschool system
alone had: sixty-four classes for "educable mentally handicapped "; thirty-
four fOr those with "learning disabilities"; twenty-four for the "trainable
,mentally handicapped"; sixteen for those in need of personal and social adjust-
ment; nine for those with tMgaired hearing; eight for inter-related handicaps;
four for the "developmentally AiSabled"; and two each for the "visually impaired,"
"physically impaired," and the. "autistic."

. I

In discussions with school Aministrators, it was concluded that inclusion
of these children in the sample would be neither administratively feasible nor
Methodologically appropriate.

'In brief, the target population was refined to students in the fourth
through the nihth.grades in the publicschools of Sedgwick County, excluding
the handicapped in .special education classes. The effect'of the two limitations
described above was to reduce the scope of the target population by about
fifteen per cent. ,

ti

Techniques and Instruments of Measurement

Havingdeterm4nedthe research...queStions to be explored and the target
population to be,studied, two obvious tasks which required,early completion were
the selection of appropriate /methodological techniques and development of
instruments of measurement. .,

4
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1.

Techniques of measeemenf
'_-__

.

,
. ))(

r

,

/Standard research techniques were available--telephone calls (on either,a
.

.

coindidental'or recall b sis), personal face-to-face.interiews, self-
administered "diaries," nd'mailed questionnaires (for either self- or group
administration). Each to hnique,- of course, has,certain inherent advantages
and disadvantages. '\

v

Larg 1 random samp11, questionnaire surveY. The foci of the research
questions 'largely d-klated the use of standardized questionnaires designed for
group or self-administration to a large random sample.

,:.

The "telephone interview" method ..os rejected on several counts. Children of
..the ages included in the scope of this study would be in school and inaccessible
-for interviews in the daytime on weekdays. In the evenings, calls after 8:00
P.M. would be inadvisable asthey might interrupt sleep (especially for the
younOr children) or "homework." In the late afternoons and on weekends,
children are known to spend considerable time in'activities outside the home and,
again, inaccessibility would'be a limiting'factor. The extensive data de-
-sired could not be obtained without very lengthy telephone interviews--

. inter views Which.might not be totally comprehensibleto the yoUnger children.
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Conversations with "strartgers" alsq might not be acceptable to or tolerated
_long by either child:or parent. Even if-such limitations were not over-°
Tiding, the randomness of the .sample would be difficult to ,stablish and
would be subject to biases resulting from the exclusion of homes without
phones or those with unlisted phones. "Busy signals" would require either
followups or substitutions. The very nature of the population to be surveyed
would make a probability sample difficult if not impossible to obtain by this
method.

Personal face-to-face interviews were considered to be prohibitively
costly, difficult to arrange, and would require solicitation overrsuch a -

long period that the data might not be time-comparable. A probability
sample of homes which had children in the six selected grades would be nigh
impossible.

The "diary method" was considered and rejected because of the inac-
cessibility of the children to promptly and faithfully record their viewing
and attitudes. Of even greater concern was the likelihood of considerable
parental assistance which might produce biased responses, as discussed in
the succeeding subsection.

Similar bias might be reflected in the responses to "ballots" mailed to
the home. Since one objective was to secure separate responses from child and
parent, as explained below, this technique also'was considered inappropriate.

7
'In brief, it was concluded that the children should be surveyed by

administration of standardized questionnaires in the classroom. Proper
sampling, administrative control, and high response rates would be much more
easily accomplished in this manner than through the use of the other techniques.

Separation of child from parent in the survey. A salient objective of
the study was to determine the degree and direction of parental guidance on
viewing, as perceived independently by child and parent. -Separation of child
from parent during the completion of the questionnaires was considered
essential, and a review of the literature in the field provided some support
for this belief.

Throughout the years, considerable data on the incidence and amount of
viewing by children have been provided to broadcasters and advertisers by
national "ratings services.' Times and amounts of viewing, and even
"preferences," have been inferred from estimates derived from diaries of
viewing normally completed by adults.' Such data may be subject to distortion
and parental bias.

Greenberg, Ericson, and Vlahos (1972) compared the reportsof viewing
by eighty-five children in the fourth and fifth grades in an elementary school
in western Michigan, with reports of their viewing obtained separately from
their. mothers. Whereas the children reported watching television for Six hours
on an average day, the mothers reported two and one -half hours. Whereas the
average child reported viewing four of ten possible "violent" programs per
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week, the mothers reported that the child watched an average of one and a half
such programs. Other discrepancies were noted between the mothers' and the
children's reports on viewing on Saturdu, program selection, perceived
reality of television, rules about watching, and family interaction. The'
highest correlation (r= .522).was reported between children's and mothers'
reports on the number of nonviolent shows viewed by the children.

It is possible, t4;efore, that some type of "selective perception"
occurs, when parents record and report viewing activities of their children.
One can only speculate that'parents might be reluctant to disclose the true
amount of time their children devote to television, or the number of "violent"
programs watched by them.

To negatet or minimize distortiOn and bias that might accrue from solely
parental repofts, or from joint "supervised" reporting, it was decided that
after the children had,completed questionnaires in theirclassrooms, they
Would take home questionnaires for their parents. The children's questiorr-
naires would. be returned through the school system. The parents' question -

naires, on the other hand, would be returned directly to me via the $411.52,a1
system.

Instruments of Measurement

Two questionnaires, the final versions of which are provided in Appendix
C, were developed- -one for the students and one for their parents. Both were
designed-to,secure data which, when analyzed, might answer the research questions
posed in Chapter I.

Format of the questionnaires. Each questionnaire consisted of two
sections. The first section of the student's questionnaire contained
questions-which solicited information on: demographic characteristics;
incidence and amount of viewing during late afternoons and evenings before
school days; and parental guidance on the titles of the evening beyond which
the students are not permitted to view television.

The second section listed specific programs broadcastfrom 6:00 to 10:00
P.M. on each day of the week and from 7:00 A.M. to'noon on Saturday mornings.
The programs listed were those scheduled for broadcast during the survey week
(November 14-20Yby the three local commercial network affiliates. For each
program, the student .0as asked to report his or her attitude, the choices
being: "It's one of my favorites "; "It's all right Vso-so')"; "I don't like
it"; and "I have never seen it." In addition, for each listed program,
the students were asked to report the parental guidance they received, the
choices being: "I must. watch it 'I should watch it, but don't have to";
"They don't care if I do or don't watch,it"; "I shouldn't watch it, but I may
ifj wish"; and "Iii)Ust not watch it."

The parents' questionnaire was similar in format. The first section
solicited demographic information and reports of limitations placed on children's
viewing, i.e., the times beyond which the children are not permitted to watch
television on nig,hts'before both school 'and non-school days. The second
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section was nearly identical to that of the students'. questionnaire. Minor
stylistic changes were made in the wording of the five choices reflecting the
parental guidance provided on each liSted program.

The second section of both parent and student questionnaires excluded
"movies" and'uspecials." Each of the latter is considered uniqde unto itself,
and the decision to watch it frequently depends on the type of program content
(often described by a brief synopsis in a "television guide") and on the
,featured stars or performers. Overall, "movies" and "specials" represent
a very broad spectrim of program materials-- comedy, musicals, information,
'drama of several categories, etc.--types which are repreSented in the list of
regularly scheduled, specit4c programs. Normally, neither a "movie" nor a
"special!" enjoy the familiarity necessary for the formation of specific
attitudes or parental guidance.

,

As noted above, the programs listed on the questionnaires were those
broadcast by commercial stations and networks. Sedgwick County is served by
a public broadcasting station, KPTS (Channel 8), but its programs were not
listed for several reasons. First, although there are notable exceptions
(e.g., "Sesame Street" and "Electric Company"), KPTS,' programming does not
include a large number'of programs beamed primarily to children. Second,
throughout its coverage area, KPTS''signal is "spotty," and some respondents
in this survey might not be familiar with its programming. Third, there is
no clearly delineated time period for "family viewing" as claimed by the
commercial stations. Fourth, a very pragmatic consideration was that the
addition of KPTS programs to the list would have extended the six-page
questionnaire'to a length that might have.discouraged response, with in-
creased attrition in terms of failure to complete the questionnaire or in
the care taken to respond to each question. As I explained to the Director
of Development for KPTS, there was no intention to ignore or slight educational
and public broadcasting, and I hope that children's viewing o'f and attitudes -

toward public broadcasting will become subjects of other investigations.

The format of -the questionnaires obviously represents a compromise
between the ideal and the,pragmatic. Considering the age of the children .\

involved, elimination of compositional effort Was considered essential. In
turnbecause of the 1esire to match child and parental responses, the format
of both questionnaires had to correspond closely, especially with respect to
the questions on viewing restrictions, program attitudes, and perceptions of
parental guidance.

The questionnaires were structured and the questions were closed-ended.
Although easy to complete, this type of questionnaire restricts the respondents
to the choices provided. Open-ended questions would permit the respondents
much greater freedom and latitude in providing answers which might more fully
reflect their listening habits and program preferences. The major disadvantage,
and with children, an overriding consideration, is that'open-ended_sustions
require considerable compositional effort which might reduce the response rate.
In addition, tabulators are forced to make value judgments in categorizing the
responses, a procedure that can result in serious "tabulator" bias.
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Pre-test of the-questionnaires. During the period of September°14-16, the
questionnaires were pre-tested with 119 students in four classes--three classes,
one each in the fourth, sixth, and eighth grades, in the Wichita public schools,
and one sixth grade class in a parochial school. The identity of these.schools
and the participating principals and instructors were given in the "acknowledg7.
ments" in.the Preface to this report.

Each class was observed by me or by two or more of the graduate students
and broadcdtting majors who were enrolled in my course, Speech 672, "Practicum
in Audience Measurement." Based on our physical observations,and later On
our tabulations and analyses, we concluded that: the students experienced ,

little difficulty in answering the questions, and only minor revisions,:
essentially stylistic.in nature, would be required; the time required for
completion ranged from twenty to fifty minutes depending on the grade level,
more time being reqUired by fourth,grade students.

Each .student was asked to take. home two questionnaires for their parents
for return to me via the postal system using self-addressed "no-postage-
required" envelopes-that were provided. The parental response rate.was quite
good,with one or both of the P arents of 62.5% of children returning completed
qu6'stionnaires. As was true for the students, analyses of the parental
returns revealed that little difficulty been experienced in responding to
the - questions.

The programs listed in the second section of the pre-test questionnaires
were those which were still in effect for the "Summer" season." The final
versions (Appendix C), of course, incorporated-the scheduled- programs for.the

season"--more specifically, 'for the survey week` -of November 15-19.

The original drafts of the questionnaires were photo-reduced by 23 per
cent to permit'accommodation by letter-size (81/2 x 11") sheets. The reduced
size of the print did not appear to pose any difficulties in reading, and
the same photo-reduction was made of the final versions.

Pre-Survey Coordination with School Administrators

Prior to the submission of the research proposal to ABC-Television, P
had received general agreement from the superintendents of the ten unified
school districts in Sedgwick County to participate in the survey. This
expression of support now needed to be crystalized in more specificpro-
visions for the administration of the survey. During the period of/September
23-25, shortly after pre-testing the quesponnaires, my research assistant
and I visited with the several superintendents and many of their principals.
Matters which required early decision and problems which were posed and
resolved are'described briefly, below.

Selection of the survey week; The school Week of Jlovember 15-19 appeared
, ,to be a good choice. There were no scheduled school holidays, parent-teacher
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conferences, or other activities which would conflict seriously with the
planned administration of the survey. Also favoring the selected week was
the fact that it would occur after the general elections and before the.
Thanksgiving holiday--periods during which both programming and.vie-wing might
be somewhat atypical. In addition, approximately two months would have elapsed
after the inauguration of the Fan ime-up of network programs, thereby
permitting the students and .parents to become 'familiar with the new programs
and schedule.

Problem of prior parental consent. Prior parental consent is required
in most research studies involving minors. This requirement exists. primarily
to reassure parents and to protect investigators from liability for any
deleterious effects of the study. Nothing in the planned survey; of course,
was viewed as potentially "harmful" to participating children, but I was

-prepared to distribute. "consent forms" throughout all classes in the par-
. ticipating districts if necessary. The school administrators, however,

advised that some parents frequently do not give consent--not alwVi'\ because
they object, but more often because they simply don't get around to returning
the consent forms. Legally and technically, lack of Objection does not
constitute consent.

In discutOtrig the matter, I pointed out that during the "election year,"
all of us, even the children, are made quite conscious of public opinion
polls, e.g., Gallup, Harris, et al, by the mass media. Unfortunately,' many
people, especially children, do not understand the sampling basis of such
polls. I suggested that it would be an appropriate educational experience
for the children to learn something about polls. And, after all, television
Audience surveys do represent a type of pu'bl -ic opinion poll. I offered to
provide each Oarticipating instructor with a short and simplified.description
of public opinion polling for use in a "mini-unit of instruction" which would
precede the administration of the questionnaires/in the class. Such a unit
of instruction, I suggested,'might obviate any requirement for,prior parental
consent.

All but one superintendent agreed with my offer and suggestion. The
dissenting superintendent did not question the merits of the survey, but
believed that the parents of children to his district should have prior
knowledge of the forthcoming survey, and should have the opportunity to object
if they so desired. Numerically, his district was small, with only a total of
470 students enrolled in the fourth through the ninth grades. I agreed to
provide him with consent forms _and letters to the parents, signed by me, which
explained the purpose of the survey, for distribution to the parents via the
children. The net result of this procedure washat only five students were
excluded from Rarticipation in the randomly selected classes in that part'cular
district. (Copies of theonsent form and letter are provided in Appendi C.)

Requirement for equal opportunity to be selected. Basic to the concept
of random probability sampling is the requirement that each element in the
population must have an equal or known chance of being selected. In the
elementary grades (fourth, fifth, and sixth) this:posed no problem, as all
students receive the same instruction from the same instructor. In the
junior high schools (seventh, eighth, and ninth grades), however, instruction
is departmentalized and only certain courses are required of all students. It
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was agreed, therefore, that classesto be sampled in the junior high schools
would be those required of,all students. In most instances, this. would be
"English:" In two districts; however, "physical education" and "civic affairs"
were the courses. required of all students, and these were the ones.designated
to me for'sampling. For purposes of the survey, the subject matter-of the
required courses was Qnimporta long as each student in the six grades
had an equal chance of being se/IMed.

0
Voluntary participation. While all administrators agreed to encourage

their instructors and students to participate, it was emphasized that each
should' have the right to refuse. For the Wichita schoolAistrict, the'
Director.of Research and Planning agreed to send a letter to the principal
of each selectedilschool encouraging participation. A sample of that letter
is provided in Appendix C.

/
As will be noted later in the discussion of "sample returns," only two

instructors of the 254 randomly selected classes declined to participate,
and/In those classes which did participate there was little evidence of
refusal by individual students. 2

Provision of enrollment data, The administrators of the nine unified
school districts. outside Wichita provided: complete.lists of all of their
classes fn the fourth through the ninth grades, and'for each: the number
enrolled;'.the name of the instructor; the name of the school; and, in the
case of junior high schools, the section number or "hour" of the class.
The data furnished were taken from official enrollment reports on September..15.

In the Wichita school district, the early provision of such detailed
information was not necessary as it was agreed that the Board of Education's
data processing center would provide a list of randomly selected classes.
However tentative enrollment figures were provided to enable me to plan a
stratifigd model sample design.

Distribution and return of student questionnaires. All administrators
agreed that if I provided them with individual "packets" for each selected
class; they would forward them through the districts' internal distribution
systems. Completed questionnaires from the non - Wichita schools would be
mailed to me in self-addressed, no-postage-required, envelopes which Ilowould
provide. In Wichita, the Office of Research and Planning agreed to provide
for both distribution and return of the completed packets.

I promfsed t6 provide each district with the packets at least one week
in advance of the survey, which would provide ample- time for internal
distribution and for the instructors to become familiar with the procedures
for administration of the questionnaires.

Sample Desi_gn and Selection

The next methodological step was to design and draw a sample of
approximately 5000_students in the six grades. Ideally, a simple random
or stratified random sample was preferred. This type of saMMe lends itself
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b
easily to,statistical tests of the reliabilityof the data obtained and of
the representativeness of the sample. All standard formulae for such tests
presume randomness of samples. I initially opted for a-stratified random
sample, with theindividual student being the sampling element or "unit of
measurement," and with each grade,evel and school district enjoying pro-

,

portional representation.

, .StratificiiIon of the sample. With.enrollment data current for September
15, and in .anticipation of the administration of the survey in mid-November,
a stratified sample model was constructed. Two major strata were designated
for sampling--the Wichita school district,-aicounting for an estimated 71.9%
of the total target population, and the nine non-Wichita districts combined
accounting for the remainder.

The rationale for this stratification was based primarily on an urban -
rural dichotomy existing; within the county. Wichita, of course, is the
"big city." : The other school districts are fairly homogeneous in that each
encompasses an area essentially rural in nature, with schools located in
small towns and villages. These districts serve both the communities and the
surrounding farms from which children are bussed to school. Outside Wichita,
all communities are under 10,000 in population, with the vast majority under
2,500.

Sample Design Model

Within each stratum, the design model called for proportional rep-
resentation of each grade level. In addition it was con ructed to obtains-t

an approximately equal number of questionnaires from each ratum and
substratum on each of the five days of the survey week, Nov tuber 15-19.
This specification arose.from the requirement to analyze. replies to questions
13-32 which asked the children t&recor4d, by half-hour periods, the times
they watched television "yesterday." In question #12, the respondent was
asked to identify what day of the week was "yesterday." If an approximately
equal number of responses for each day were obtained, an estimate then could
be made-of the total amount of viewing.occuring weekly during the afternoon,
and evenings before school days. .

Figure 4, beloW; presents the sample design del and 010ides an
estimate of expected attrition (10%). -Figures based on September 15
enrollments supplied by district administrators
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Daily Goal of Completed Returns

Grades:

Wichita ,.Non- Wichita

No.
% of 6
Grades No.

% of 6
Grades

. -

4th 131 16.0% 49 15.4%
5th 131 16.0 46 14.4
6th 137 16.7 52 16:3
7th 136 ' 16.6 53 16.6
8th 141 17.2. 67 17.9
9th 144 17.6 62 19.4

820 100.1 319 100.0

x5 x5

Weekly Total -DO 1595

Estimated
attrition -410 -160

3690 1435

29

Strata Share
Wichita 'Non - Wichita

.

72.7%
73.9
'72.6

71.9
71.0
69.9
72.0

72.0

"27.3%.
26.1'
27.4
,42811

29..0

30.1

28.0

28.0

Fig.4. Sample Design Model

% of

5TB1Lg_

15.8%
15.4
16.6
16.6
17.4
18.1

99.9 n

Modification of sample design.. In discussio ith school district
administrators it soon became evident that imple entation of the sample design

.
4

model wouldcpose serious administrative and p cedural problems. The model
was predicated on the individual student as the unit of measurement. This,
meant that enrollment lists for all classes, each containing the names of
every student,,in that class, woul0 be required. From the lists, individuals
would be selected randomly. While this was not an 'insurmountable task, a
far more serious complication emerged. To illustrate, assume that'by im-
plementing the model five of twenty students were selected in "Mr. Smith's"
fourth grade class in "Brown Elementary School." What would Mr. Smith do
with the-other fifteen students while the selected fiveicompleted their
questionnaires in class? -Would the other fifteen feel 'slighted" or "rejected"?
As an altirnative, should Mr. Smith hold the selected five after(school for
the purpose of administering the questionnaire? That alternative would be
almost totally unacceptable. .In all likelihood, Mr: Smith, thestudent's; and
their parents would object. Moreover, under union conttacts, Mr. Smith might
have to-be compensated at "overtime rates" for such an extra - curricular activity.,
In short, the realities of the situation forced me to abandon random selection
of students on an individual basis, and to resort instead to "cluster. sampling."

Cluster sampling. This research technique has been used frequ9ntly in
sociological research and involves the selection of groups (in this case,
classes) instead o1 individuals as the basic 'sampling units. Very often
cluster samplin4Os used instead,of simple or stratified random sampling when
an enumeration of all sampling units is difficult or impossible to obtain.

--/his, of course was not a problem in the instant study. ,
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Standard texts on social research methods and sampling (e.g., Babbie,
1973;, Warwick and Lininger, 1975; Black and Chapman, 1976; and 4achmias4and
Nachmias, 1976) advise that there often is greater sampling error associated
with clUster sampling (or "area sampling," as it is sometimes labelled).
WarWick and Lininger (1975) assert that "...experience has shown that well-
designed bluster samples will produceHstapdard errors that are about,one:and,
one-half times as large as standard errors fOr simple. random samples of the
same size." Babbie,(1973) notes that "sampling, error is reduced by two
factors: an increase in the sample.size and an increased homogeneity of the
elements being sampled."

In my judgment, the characteristics of cluster sampling employed in
this study would, based on Babbie's criteria, be subject to less error than
that predicted by Warwick and Linninger: Again,,ds noted in my discussion
Qf the "model sample design," there are two diStinct strata--urban Wichita
nd rural "non- Wichita."

. Within each stratum, there are homogeneous clusters--

each of the six grades selected for survey. In employing cluster sampling,
I could still aim for proper proportional representation of each cluster
within each stratum.. As all sampling units (classes) in the target population,
as defined earlier, would have equal opportunity. to be selected by,s,tratified
random sampling, sampling error introdu,ced by this method shouldbe minimized.
As will be noted later in the analysts of sample returns, the drawn sample
would include ihore than one of every six students enrolled in the six grades.
To the extent that "the proof is in the pudding," later analyses of the
representativeness of the sample dimensions, when compared with knowh parameters
of the universe (the target population), should-be as reassuring to the readers
as they were to me.

Drawing of the sample. From the lists of all classes in 4e,six grades
that were suppliedWthe superintendents df'the non-Wichita school districts, ,--
a master list was prePared,for each,grade revel. Each class op that list was .--

assi§neda number. Using the "lottery method" of selecting numbers from a
"fish bowl," classes were selected randomlx until each grade level's
proportionate sha was obtained. This was)perforrmed for each day of the
surv'ey week so_ .t an approximately eqdal number of,questiwaires would
be completed d ly in the non-Wichita dittricts. The master lists contained
enumerations of fifty -sever, fifty-four, sixty, sixty-five, seventy, and
Seventy-nine classes in the fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, and ninth
grades, respectively. -The number of classes randomly selected for each grade,
respectively was eleven., eleven, thirteen, fOurteen, fourteen, and fifteen--
a total of seventy-eight classes.

The random sample of the Wichita city schools was providedby the Board
of Education's data processing center. From thg.,computer printouts, classes
for each grade level and for each day o'1 the airvey Were selected randomly in
a manner similar to that employed for the non-Wichita districts, with an
overall total of one hundred seventy-six classes being selected for survey.

7
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Reproduction and Assembly of survey Materials

The questionnaires. During the period of Qctober 1-22, photo-offset
copies of the questionnaires were reproduced and collated by the Central
Services Division of Wichita State University. Again, as was true for the
pre-test questionnaires, a-23% photo-reduction was made from the masters upon
which the final versions were drafted. Extra copies beyond the number
required by the drawn sample were obtained for inclusion in appendices
to reports of this study (See Appendix C).4

A
One special feature ould be noted. Again, as explained earlier, one

salient objective of the %tudy was to obtain independent_ perceptions of
parental guidanfe from child and parent separately. To provide for this, the
questi nnaires were numbered serially in such a manner that a child's responses
and th e of his or her parents could be matched in computer tabulations without
loss.o privacy to either. Distinctive prefixes were attached to the serial
numbe s of the questionnaires. All children's questionnaires were given a
prefi digit of "1"; for the parents, the prefix was "2." To illustrate,
questi naires numbered 12246 and 22246 would identify andpermit the matching
of a chi d and his or her parent.

The children's and parents' questionnaires were printed on white and yel-
low paper,' respectively. The color difference, of course, would not
facilitate computer matching, but it did assist in the physical handling and
processing.

the
should be noted that procedures for administration of the questionnaires

in the,classroom provided for the distribution of a separate envelope to each
student present/ Each envelope contained one white questionnaire and two
yellow (parent) questionnaires, all carrying identical serial numbers except,
of course, for the identifying prefixes. The instructor would direct the
student to take the white questionnaire out of the envelope and complete and
return-it unsigned AD the instructor. The student would then be instructed
to. take the envelope containing the yellow questionnaires home to his or her
parents

Letter to the parents. Fbr insertion in each envelope containing the
questionnaires,-a letter to the parents from me was prepared and reprodUced
by Central Services Division: A copy of the letter, which explained the
purpose of the survey and was designed to motivate response, is provided ;risk'
Appendix C.

,

Administrative materials for the instructors. .To assist instructors
in the conduct of the survey, several administrative aids were provided (see
copiet in Appendix C):

1. Letter to the instructors. 'This explained the mture of the study
and thanked them in advance for their cooperation. The penultimate paragraph
contained a "space" in which was inserted the specific date on which the
questionnaires were to be administered in class'

J
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2. Suggestions for administering the questionnaires., Comprising one
side of a legal-size page, 10his aid provided suggestions for pre-planning,
administrative procedures, collection and return of the completed question-
naires, and instructions for the distribution of "follow-up" letters to
parents. Md(ny of the suggestions were derived from experiences with the
pre-tests.

3: ,Follow-up letter abA accompanying note. For each student in the Class,
a follow-up letter was provided. The note to instructors requested the letters
be distributed to their students on a specified date'which was three school
days after the students had completed queitionnaires in class and had taken
the parents' ballots' home. Obviously, this was designed to increase the-
parents' response rate which can be, and often is, low-for self-administered,
return-by-mail questionnaires.

4. Unit of instruction on public opinion polls. On the reverse side
of '"suggeStions for administering the questionnaires," a brief explanation
of the sampling basis of public opinion polls was provided for verbatim or
extemporaneous presentation to the students-as a "mlni7unit of instruction."
This was provided pursuant to anagreement'with the school administrators,
explained earlier, in which the survey was designated aneducational experience
for which no prior parental consent would be required.

5: Record of completion. The form asked for the instructor to record:
the number of students enrolled in the class on the day of the survey; the
number absent; and the'number who completed questionnaires.. The form wa§ to
be returned with the completed questionnaires to me.

6. Current liSting Of television programs. This included the programs
scheduled for broadcast during the survey week for the hours of the day
covered,by the questiOnnaire. The listing was, provided to assist instructors
in answering questions such as, "I remember watching (title of program) last
night, but I can't remember what. time that occurred...Do you know?" It was
believedthat.the listing would facilitate completion of that part of the
questionnaire in whith the student was to record his or her yiewing "yesterday"
by half-hour periods during the period of 3:30 P.M. to midnight. '

Enve4o es. Prepared for each student selected in the survey, the
envelope ntained the student's questionnaire, two for the parents (to be
taken home in the envelope), and"the letter to the parents. The face of
the ',envelope carried the "no-Postage-required,"ipostal permit imprimatur and
was self-addressed for return to me at first class rate.

Assemb/iof "packets." For each seletted class, a "packet" was assembled:
Enclosed in.a large (12 x 151/2") manila envelope were: an individual envelope
for each student containing the questionnaires and the letter to the parents
(see the preceding paragraph); the administrative aids to the instructor;
the follow-up letters; and an 'envelope for return of the completed. ballots.

rs 0
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Written on the face of each "packet" envelope were: the name'of the
school; the instruotor's name; the class (e.g., "fourth grade"); the number
of students enrolled in the class; in the case of junior high schools, the
section number of the class or the hour of the day when the clalss was Scheduled
to meet; and the specific date on which the questionnaires were to be admin-
istered.

Conduct of, the Survey-

By November 2, all packets had been assembled and Prepared-for distribution
to the randomly selected classes-176in the Wichita district schools, 78 in the
non-Wichita schools'.

The weather immediately prior to and during the 'survey week waS'seasonably
sunny and pleasant, an encouraging factor which augured for good attendance,
with no-greater-than-flormal absenteeism expected because of colds or other
illnesSes often associated with *clement winter weather,

An examination of the "news environment" during this period' revealed no
reports of events which should have materially'altered viewing habits. The

/ electrons were over and normal programming had resumed. Perhaps one news
report should be mentioned. On November 5, the Wichita Eagle, a daily

I. newspaper with the largest circulation in SedgWick County, carried .0- headline

at the top of the front page: "Judge Rules"TV 'Family War'. UnConstitutional."
The report summarized this event which now mu §t be e-familiar to most readers.
In brief, U. S. District Judge Warren FergusWin 'Los Angeles ruled on November
4 that the "family hour," described in Chapteri, was a constitutionpl
violation of the Ftrst Amendment. The only paragraph,of potential iMpact was:.

The "Fami3Oy Hour" was instituted a year ago td remove
violence, sex and obcenity from early evening programs that
normally are watched by Children.

. . p.

Program directors and top officials of the three local commercial network
affiliates were quoted as saying that Judge Ferguson's ruling would cause no
changes in, their programming. q , .

.

r
Possible effects of this news item upon childrenWand pprents' interest

,

in- television, and upon their viewing habIs, program-attitudes, and parental
guidance, are not known. , ) ,

Delivery of the "packets." Ten days prior to the start of the survey
week, I personally deliyered packs to,the sup endents' offices of the --
niWnon-Wic4ita school district.Which,-in tur re responsible for their.:
distribuXiotO the severity -eight selected class n the sample.' SiMilarly,-on
November 8'all packets were deliyered to the Educational SerVicesBuilding.of.
the Wichita school district from which the packet's were forwarded to.the
176 selected classes thro gh the dtstrlot's internal distribution system.

)
'
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Monitoring the survey. During the survey week (November 15-19) and
for the following four weeks, the progress of the survey was monitored
closely.

e.

In several instances,,.',instructorscalled me on the telephone to report
conflictS in schedules which,prevented the adminiStration of the gyestionnaires
on the desired dates: These problems generally were resolved by reqUesting
that the administration be accomplished on-the same day of the folloWing week.
When this was'not possible, the administration was rescheduled:fo.-another day
of the survey week. In only one case yas a substitutiOn made -an English
class.in one of Wichita's junior high schools for which another class,
administered by the same instructor at a different hour and on a diffeteni
day, was authorized.

In foiif4;tances instructors reported that they were "short" one or
two questionnaires, and supplements were. dispatched immediately. The "shortages"
were due to minor disparities between the enrollment figures Which'wee pro-
vided to, me two months earlier and the enrollments which existed during the
survey week.

Another problem--the return of seventy-five children's questionnaires
along with their,parentslr-is discussed in more detail in the subsection,
"Contaminated returns," bell*.

Completion of questionnaires outside the survey week.. This occurred in
about 10% of the selectedclasses and is analyzed by stratum and substratum in
Table 1. In nearly all cases delay in the administration of,the questiDnnaires
was'due to schedule conflicts, illness of the instructor dung the 5urvey.
week (substitute teachers were reluctant to perform the task), and Aber
uncontrollabje factors. In one case, an instructor "jumped the gun" by assing
out the ,quesTionnaires a week in advance of the specified date. ;In my

judgment, these questionnaires which were completed outside the survey w ek
warranted inclusion in the net sample, as I was unaware of anything that ould
significantly alter viewing habits, attitudes, or parental guidance from
those which existed during the survey period.

Second follow-up letter to parents. By November 30, approximately %
of the homes represented by children.in the sample had returned one or both of
the parent questionnaires. To increase the response rate, a second wave of
follow=up letters, identical to those distributed earlier by was
dispatched to all schools on December 6. As will be noted later; this second
wave increased the net parental response rate to 52.2%.

Parental returns continued to "dribble in" uftil mid-January. Again, in
'my judgment; as was true for delayed children's questionnaires, these "tardy"
parental returns warranted inclusion in the net sample.

Summary evaluation of the Conduct,of the survey. Overall, c'o'nsidering he
Magnit de of, the sample, Potential for major problems, and the voluntary n ure
of the participation, I believe the survey progressed remarkably well. ch
reader, of course, Must make his or her independent judgment based on the infdr-
mation.that I have presented in some detail.

0.411,
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Table 1

NET RETURNS COMPLETED OUTSIDE THE SCHEDULED SURVEY WEEK

35

No. of Date of ,Number of returns, 0 grades
TotalClasses Completion 4th 5th . 6th

,

7th 8th .9th

Wichita:., 1, 11/22
1 11/22
1 11/23
1 11/23
1 ,, 11/24

- 22

7

21

-1-

'18

-

,-
,I

22

22

,M,

- 22

25

21

.22

22
2 12/2

12/3 '-4

32

1 26

32

26
1 12/3 19

a

- 19
3 ( 12/7 7 43 43
1 12/9 - 17 - 17

. 1 12/17 - , - .- 17 17
Total.... 14 69 <18 104 75 266

Non-Wichita: 1' :11/10 1 20 , -, - 20
1 11/22 - 19 1.9'

1 11/22. 21 - ,

,..
..21'"

1 41/23 _9 25 25
3.- .11/23 - 53 _ i 53
T. 111,24 17 - 4' - 17
1 11/3d .26' 26

'..;-'*. 2 12/1 .- 40 40 id.
1 12/2 18 - - - 18

Total.... 12 17 . 20 65- 93 19 25 239

Combined: 26t 17 89 ='83 197 19' -100 505**

* % of total sampled classes: 26/254 = 10.6%

** % of total net returns: 505/5167 = 9.8%
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Sample Returns

This subsection will prOv.,ide analyses of the namber and representativeness
of completed returns from children and their parots. The analyses will be
supported by appropriate tabular presentations of the data.

Student returns

Gross response. From a total of 5,837 students enrolled, during the
surpey week in the 254 randomly selected classes, 5,282 completed questionnaires
were returned: This represented a gross;cresponse rate of 89:9%.

Tables. 2 and 3 provide analyses of the returned sample in terms of the
number and percentage of1questionnaires supplied to and completed by students
in each stratum and substratum.

It should be noted tint the sample design was based on. enrollments which
existed on September 15, as reported by the participating school districts.
Two months elapsed before the survey was conductad, and this-fact may account
for the differences in the enrollments which were reported by the instructors
during the survey week.

Overall, and within each major stratum,-the gross response rate was good.
The combined responses from all districts and those from the WiChita district
revealed a pattern of slight decline from the fourth through the ninth grades.
This pattern vas not seen in the grade level distributions among the non-
Wichita schools, although for both -major strata the gross reponse rate was
lowest in the ninth grade:

Within the grade 1pvel distributions, the deviations of the groSs sample
from dimensions of, the target population were under 1.0% except for the eighth
grade (combined)' and for the seventh graqe in the non- Wichita schools, both
substrata devtating.by 1.1%'frpm-the population.

AttritiOn.., In nearly all surveys some attritionis, experienced--the less,
the better. In- the instant survey, attrttion was calculated by accounting for
the, differences between the enrollments reported by the instructors during
the survey week'and the number of completed questionnaires returned. On the
'record of completion" form, .supplied in each packet; the instructor was
asked to record for his or her class the number enrolled, the number absent,
and the'humber. of,completions. , The sum of the latter two figures, in most
'instances, equalled the humber enrolled.

In Table 3,attrition is reported by two categories--"absences" and
"dither." It Will be noted that absenteeism was proportionatelY-higher in the
Wichita school district than in the non-Wichita schools. By grade levels,
the rate of absenteeisM was successively:higher from the -hurth to the ninth
grades in the.Wichita district. The same trend was not observed in the data -

for the.non-Wichita schools, although the rate.was highest in the ninth grade
for both strata.



Table 2

COMPARISON OF SAMPLE DIMENSIONS WITH POPULATION

'PARAMETERS IN GRADE LEVEL DISTRIBUTIONS

Columns (1) (2) , (3) (4) (5) (6) ) (8) (9)' (10)' (11) (12)
Enrolled g/15a Sample Drawn Enrolled 11/15 -19 Gross Returns Net Returns

% of 6 Devi-

No. Grades ationc
No.

All 10 Districts;

% of 6

Grades

% of 6

No. Grades No.

% of 6

Grades

% of 6,_Devi-

No. Grades ationb

4th Grade 4855 15ik 896 15.2%, 4507 15.4% 844 16.1% +0.7%
. 5th Grade 4748 15.5 911 15.5 4422 15.1 827 15.8 +0.7

6th Grade 5075 16.6 913 16.5 4732 16.2, 897 17.1 +0.9

7th Grade 4091 16.6 1001 17.0 4885 16.7 863 16.5 -0.2

8th Grade 5341 17.4 1019 17.3 5214 , 17.9 881 16.8 -1.1

9th Grade 5534 18.1A 1093 18.5 5439 18.6 930 17.7 -0.9

Total. , 30644 100.0 5893 100.0 29199 99.9 5242 100.0

Wichita District:

4th Grade 3528 16.0 651 15.6 3215 15.5 604 16.1 +0.6

5th Grade s 3510 15.9 674 16.1 3199' 15.4 609 15.8 +0.4

6th Grade 3684 16.7 692 16.6 3364 16.2 626 17.1 +0.9

7th Grade , 3660 16.6 692 16.6 3467 16.7 578 16.5 -0.2

8th Grade, , 3793 17.2 710 17.0 3674 17.7 597 168 -0.9

9th Grade 3869 17.6 758 18.1 3819 18.4 633 l77 -0.7

Total 22044 100.0 4177 100.0 ,20738 99.9 3647 100y0

Non-Wichita Districts:

4th Grade 1327 15.4 245 14.3 1292 15.3 240 15.0 -0.3

5th Grade r/1?,38 14.4 237 13.8 1223 ,14.5 218 '13.7 -0.8

6th Grade 1391 16.2 281 16.4 1368 16.2 271 17.0 +0,8

7th' Grade 1431 16.6 309 18.0 1418 16,8 285 17.9 +1.1

8th Grade 1548 18:0 309 18.0 1540 18.2 284 17.8 -0.4

9th Grade 1665 19.4 335 19.5 1620 19.1 297 18.6 -0.5

Total 8600 100.0 1716 100.0 8461 100.1 1595 100.0

838 16.2% +0.8%

807 15.6 +0.5

"884 17.1 +0.9

858 16.6 -0.1

876 17.0 -0.9

904 17.5 -1.1

5167 100.0

598 16.7 +1.2

,590 16.4 +1.0

613 17.1 +0.9

573 1.0 -0.7

592 16.5 -1.2

625 17.4 -1.0

3591 100.1

240 15.2 -0.1

217 13.8 -0;7

271 17.2 +1.0

285 18.1 +1,3

284 18.0 -0.2

279 17.7 -1.4

1576 100.0

a Data for the Wichita district on September 15 were tentative and included "special education" students. The latter

were not included in the enrollment figures for the survey week of November 15.19: The sample drawn (cluster sampling)

was based on the enrollmetit figures for September 15.

b
Derived by comparing percentages in Column 8 with those in Column 6.

4

Derived by comparing g rcentages in Column 11 with those in Column 6.



Table 3

ANALYSIS OF STUDENT SAMPLE--SOLICITATION, ATTRITION AND RESPONSE

Columns

Students Selected

in the Sample

All Schools:

(Total classes: 254)

4th Grade

.5th Grade

6th Grade

7th Grade

8th Grade

9th Grade

Total.

Wichita Schools: .

(Total classes: 176)

4th Grade
0 ,

5th Grade

6th Grade

7th Grade

8th Grade

9th Grade

Non-Wichita Schools:

'(Total classes: 78)

4th Grade

5th Grade

6th Gride

7th Grade

8th.Grade

9th Grade

Total

(1) (2) ' (3) (4) (5) (6)

Sample in Enrolled Attritionc

Classes 'During Absences Others

(9/15/76)a Survey b No. % No.

(7)

Completed

Question-

nairesol)

896 901. , 46 5.1% 11 1.2 844

' 911 903 70 7.8 6 .0.7 827

973' 979 80 8.2, 2 0.2 .897

1001 ',965 ..81 8.4 21 '2.2 863

1'019
. 996 102 10.2 13 1.3 881

1093 1093 124 11.3 39' 3.6 930

5893 5837 503 8,6 92 176 5242

4651' ,653 40 6.1 9 1.4

674 666 52 7.8 5 0.8

692 697 69 9,9 2 0.3'

692 664 71 10.7 15 2.3

710 695 , 88 12,7 10 1.4

758 754 84' 11,1' 37 4.9

4129 47 9.8 78 179

245 248 6 2.4

237 237 18 7.6 1

'281 282 11 3..9 -

309 301 10 3.3 6

309 301 14 4.7 3

335 339 40 11,8 2

1716 1708 99 5.8 14

604

609

626

578

597

633

3647

0:8 240

0.4 . 218

271

2.0 285

110 284,

0.6 297 '

0.8 1595

(8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

Gross , 'Contami Net

Response inatedile Response

Rate No. % No. %

.93.7% 6

91,6, 20

,91.6 13

89,4 5

88.5, 5

85,1 26

89.8 Tg.

92,5

91:4

'89.8

87.0

85.9

84.0

88.3

:96.8

92.0

96,1

94.7

94.4

87.6

93,4

0.7% 838 93.0%

2.2 807 89.4

1.3' 884 90.3' I

0.5 858. 88.,9

0.5 876 88.0

Li 904 2,7

1.3' 5167 8.5,E

1/4

6 0.9 598 91.6

19 '2.9 590 88:6

13 1.9 613 87.9

5 0.8 573 86.3

5 0.7 592 85.2

8 , 1.1 625 82.9

56 1.4 3591 87,0

240

1 0,4 217

271

- 285

- 284

18 5.3 279

19 1.1 1576

91.6

96.1

94.7

94.4

82.3'

92.3

/(* See the next page for explanatoi'y 'footnotes.
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Footnotes to Table 3 _..----.

..

,a Number of students enrolled in the sample classes on September 15, 1976, as reported by the fiCes of the
.superintendents of the tot participatingschool

districts in SedgwiCk'County.
The randomly draw011ample of "clusters"

(classes) was based on these reported enrollments.
4 l

\
b
° Number of students enrolled in the selected classes,

as reported by the instructoli of,
It,)f should be noted that the survey was administered approximately

two months after the Septemb'ert
ts werereported.

0 ,

C The numbers "absent" are those reported'by the Instructors
on the "record of completimi

',returned with

..,.

,

) ,, ., ,

the completed quettionnaires to the project director on which was recorded, for each class:
t, f,d/olled, the

number absent, and the number who completed questionnairds on the day of the survey. he eateg
,1

ers"
includes those who attended school on the day the survey was conducted, but who diTn tom* e qv nnaires for, .1

a variety of reasons. Among them are students who: Illected not tc participate (pa icipation wa Antary); wereout of the class and engaged in some other school activity during the hour that th questionnaire ' dministered;( .. .,

I Aor failed to receive prior parental consent
as required by one school district (4 total of five re omitted

for this reason). In addition; two instructors in one Michitvjunior high school elected not to, the
questionnaires to their classes.

The latter includek total of twelve and, seventeen students in enth and
ninth grades, respectively, which are included in the category of "others."

It should be noted tha ,pur want to
guidelines provided by the administrators of the school districts participation

by instructors in the survey was
voluntary.

C
.

d
No e that the figures it6his colin

added to those in columns 3 and 5 equal the fgures in colUmn 2.

e.This, category includes questionnaires which were taken home by the students and completed and
returned with

their parents' questionnaires directly to the project director. Since one objective of the survey was to obtain
independent perceptions of parental guidance separately from students and parents, the possible biases resulting
from joint, collaborative,

or supervised completions necessitated the exclusion of such returns from the "in-house- I

tab" net sample. Forty of these cases involved one class of eighteen students in the ninth grade of a non-WiChita
schoOl and one class of twenty-two students in a Wichita elementary

school (a combilled class of six, nine, and
seven students in the fourth, fifth, and sixth grades, respectively). The instructs of these'clisses asked the
'students to take their questionnaires home

for completion, contrary to instructions provided to those instructors.
The remaining thirty-five "contaminated" returns were from those who simply failed to submit their questionnaires at
the end of the class period, but took them home instead. The, term "contaminated" is used in a methodological, not
a derogatory, sense.

f
These percentages may be obtained also by substracting those in column 10 from those in column 8./

Additional notes': Coltimns 4, 6, and 8 add to 100.0%. Percentages in coltimn 12 may be determined also by subtracting

those in column 10 from those in column 8. On occasion, such sums and results may. be "off" by 0.1%, owing to the w
practice of "rounding off" percentages to the,nearest decimal point, 0
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When the total enrolled did not equal the sum of those absent and the
number whdkcompleted questionnaires, the diScrepancies were attributed to
"other" reasons. From conversations with instructors,, it was apparent that
some students did attend school on the day their classes cogileted question-
mires, but were unable to participate for a variety of teas s. Some were

\, engaged in,other.cuiyi.aular or extra-curricular activity durin the hours
that the questionnaires were_distriNipd in their classes. As noted earlier,,
five students in one non-Wichita school district were not permitted to par-
ticipate b&cause of failure to obtain prior parental consent. Finally, two
instructors in one Wichita junior high school declined to participate. Their
student, a total of twelve and seventeen in the seventh and'ninth grades,
respectively, were assigned to the attrition category of "others."

It is interesting Vio,note that by'combining the absentees withthose
"present but not voting,"Ithe attrition rate was 10.2%, almost identfal to
the rate predicted in the model sample design.

Contaminated returns. The gross response rate was. reduced by deletion
of "contaminated" returns, as revealed in Table 3. One objective of the
survey, as explained earlier,''was to obtain perceptions of parental guidance
separateTy from children and their Parents: In seventy-five cases, however,
Vudents took their questionnaires home for completion and return, along with
their parents', directly to me. The possible biases resulting from joint,
collaborative, or supervised completions necessitated exclusion of such returns
from the-"in-house-tab" net a0,1)1.e% Forty Qf these cases involved one class
of eighteen students in the ninth'grade of a'-non-Wichita school, and one'class
of twenty -two students in a Wichita elementary school (a combined class of
six, nine, and seven students in the fourth, fifth:, and sixth grades,
respectively): The instructorslof these two classes asked the students to
take their,questionnaires home for completion, contrary to instructions that
I had provided in the "packets." The remaining thirty-five-"contaminated"
returns were from those who simply failed to turn in their questionnaires at
the end of the class period, but took them home instead. The term "con-
taminated" is used in- 0 methodological, not a derogatory, sense.

Net response. After attrition, and with the deletion of the contaminated
returns, a total of 5,167 completed returns were included,ln the "in-house-
,tab" and represented a net response rate of 88.5 %. As will be noted in the next
subsection, the sample dimensions compared.quite favorably with :population
parameters in grade level distributions: .

Not shown in thetable,s
\
is the propo onal -share each stratum'enjoyed in

the net sample. .4t will be remembered that ased on September 15 enrollments,
the Wichita district accounted for 71.9% of the total enrollment in the six
grades; the non-Wichita districts, 28.1% (computed 'from data repOrtdd from
column 1, Table These proportions changed slightly by November, the
percentages for the 'wiChitaschools and the non-Wichita schools being 71.0%
and 29.-0%, respectively (computed from data in column. 5, Table 2).

40
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To.a small degree, the differences between the September and November pro-
portions may reflect normal fluctuations in enrollment. Theremainder of the
varia e may be attributable to, the fact that the Wichita enrollment figures
for N ember sOecifically excluded '"special education" students.

'In any" case, based on data presented in column 11, Table 3, the sample
proportions of 69.5%'and 30.5% for the Wichita district and the combined non-
Wichita districts, respectively, reflect quite favorably the proportionate
share ea,ch stratum enjoyed in the combined "enrollments in the six grades
duringahe survey week. Each stratum's deqiationof 1.5% is not, in my
opinion, highly significant and probably reflects the effects of two combined
factors: 'minor chance fluctuations in the sample, and the higher absenteeism

\rate in the Wichita district. °

Representativeness of the sample, by grades, The incidence of contaminated
returns (1.3%) did not materially affect the representativenesspf the grade
level distributions within the net arrple. ,Sample deviations from universe
parameters were quite sm I-. For t e entire sample, as reported in Table 3, the
largest deviation occurr d in the ninth grade (1.1%). Similar, small deviations
occurred within the f tlf fifth, eighth, and ninth grades in the Wichita
district; in the non-Wi hita districts, they occurred in the sixth, seventh,
and ninth grades. None,was highly significant in a statistical sense.

In the'Wiichita stratum, the junior high grades (seventh through the ninth)
were slightly underrepresented and, correspondingly, the lower elementary
grades were slightly overrepresented. In the non-Wichita schools, the middle
grades,efifth and sixth, were slightly overrepresented..

To repeat, however, the deviations manifestly are quite small, and in
my judgment they Should not adversely affect the representativeness of the
sample to any significant degree.

Sample's representativeness, by sex and race distributions. Table 4
compares the sample dimensions with universe parameters in sex and race
distributions.

The proportions of boys and girls in the total net sample- -50.2% and
49\8%, re'spectively--were nearly, identical to universe parameters, the
deviation in each case being only 0.2%. .The same high degree of correspondence
is noted in the sex distributions among the Wichita and non-Wichita substrata.
Within each grade level, the.deiations of sample-dimensions:from universe
parameters were small'and probably reflect minor chance fluctuations in sampling.

In. Table 4, the sample and universe also are compared in the distribution
of five race categories--"White,' ,Black," "Spanish- Mexican," "American Indiarf,"
and "Asian American." Overall, the two numerically largest categories,
"White" and "Black," together accounted for 92.7% of the total sample, and
were slightly underrepresented by 1.0% and 2.0%, respectively-.

'Die sample distribution of the other races closely resemble those of the
target population: In nearly every case, however, the percentages_AfY2American
Indians" were higher than those for the population, although the magnitude of
the deviations was not great.- Such deviations may well be due, at 'least in
part, to chance sample fluctuations, and it should'be noted that the total
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Tage 4'

,

COMPARISON OF SAMPLE DIMENSIONS WITH UNIVERSE,"

PARAMETERS IN SEX AND RACE DISTRIBUTIONS'

(,c

A

Race Distrib ti on

All 10 Districts

Sex Distribution Population*

Population* Sample** Amer.

White Black Men Ind'n Amer.Boy Girl Boy Girl

4th Grade 49:3% 50.7% 49.9% 50.1% 82.5% 13(1% '2.7% 0.9% 0.8%

5th Grade 50.7 49.3 51.6 48.4 81.0 14.7 2.7 0.9'' 0.7

6th Grade 49.9 50,1 49.2 50.8 81.1 14.5 2.5 1.2 0.7

7th Grade 51.0 49.0 49.8 50.2 82.2 13.1 2.6 1.3 0.8

8th Grade 49.6 50.4 49.8 50.2 83.2 13.0 , 2.3 0.9 0.7

9th Grade 50.9 49.1 52.1 47.9 '82.4 13.3 2,2 ',1.3 0.8

Average... 50.2 49.8 50.4 49.6 82.1 13.6, 2.5 1.1 0.7

Wichita District

48.8 51.2 50.8 49.2 76.7 17.8 3.5 1.1 0.94th Grade

5th Grade 50.8 49.2 51,1 48.9 75.1 19.7 .y3.4. 1.1. 0.7

6th Grade 49.0 51.0 48.8 51.2 74.8 19.9 3.1 1.5' 0.7

7th Grade 50.0 50.0 48.3, 51.7 76.5 17.8 3'.3 1.6 0.9

8th Grade 49.4 50.6 50.2 49.8 /7'78 17.6 2.9 1.0 '0.6

9th Grade 50.9 49.1 51.4 48.6

Average.... 49.8 50.2 50.149,9 18.5 3.1 '1, 2 0.8

Non-Wichita Districts

50.3 49.7 47.5 52.5 96.5 1.5 0.9 0.5 0.64th Grade

5th Grade 50.4 49.6 52.8 47.2 96.5 1.6 0.7 0.5 017

6th Grade 52.1 47.9 50.2 '49.8' . 1.4 0.9 0.4' 0.6

7th Grade 53.5' 46.5 52.6 47.4 96. 1.6 0.9 0.7 0.8

8th Grade 50.2 49.8 48.9 51.1 95.9 1.8 0.9 0.6 '0.8

9th Grade 50..7 49.3 53,8 46.2 95.0 1.6 0.9 1:7 cl.q

Average.... 51.2 48,8 51.0' 49.0 96.0 1.6 0.9 0.8 O.,

Sample**

Span -' Amer. Asian

White Black Mex'n Ind'n Amer.

79.5% 12.3%

79.8 13.9

77.8 13.3

82.2 10.4

82.9 9.9

84.4 10.3

81.1 11 6

74.3

72'.5

72.5

75.9

79.8

'79.1

75,7

92.4

99.5

89.9

94.4

89.4

16.8

19.1

19.21

15.0

13.1

14.7

16.3, .

1.3

0.5

1.4

3

96 4

5 1.1

,310%

2.0

2;5

2.2

1.8

.1.6

272

3.0% t 0,8%

1.8 0.4

2.6 0.9

2,1 0.5

2.5 0.6

2.1 0.1

2.4 0.5

3.6 3.4 0.7

2.8 2.4 0.5

3.3 2.3. 0.5

3.2 2.1 , 0.5

1.9 2.7 0.7

2.1 2.6 0.2

2.8 2.6 0.5

1.7 2.1 1.3

0.7 3.4 1.9

0.3 2.1 0.3

1.8 2.1 0.4

0.4 1.1

0.8 1.9 0.6

* Data on which the percentages are based were provided by the superintendents of the ten school'districts.

1 Does not include those who failed to identify their sex or racer The average percentage who identified their race

as "other" than the categories listed wad identical (2.1%) for all districts:combined, the Wichita district and the

non - Wichita districts.
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numbers of "American Indians," "Spanish-Mexicans," and "Asian Americans" in
the sample were very small--121,'112, and 28, respectively.

In additiOn to a listing of the fiye specific categories, espondents
were given a choice of "other" in questiOn #4 of the student's ba lot. For
the total sample, and for the twomajor strata, the percentage repo ing
"other" was identical (2.1%). However, in the enrollment data on race
distiibutiOns provided-by the administrators of the ten school districts, only
two students out of nearly 30,000 enrolled in the six grades were identified
as "other," and bOth were reported in one non-Wichita district.

While accounting procedures may.require school administrators to classify
children by the five race categories, it appears that the racial categories
listed in the questionnaire might have been confusing to a few of the student
respondents. One can only speculate on ,themanY possible bases of such con-

, fusion. To illustrate, children of parents whose racial origins were in
Southwest Asia and the Indian subcontinent might have identified themStives
as: "White," because "Caucasian" includes people from those regions; or,
"Asian Americans," because the parental Origins;were in Asia, but both
parents and children now consider themselves to be "Americans." The "Spanish-
Mexican" category, technically, could reflect both.Caucasian for Spailish, and
Indian for Mexicans who descended from parents of mixed Spanii and American
IndianArigins.

%

Another source of confusion may have occurred in the case of children who
are the issue of racially mixed marriages. Consider the possible mother-
father/father-mothei- combin3tions: Black-White, Black-Oriental, White-
Oriental, Black-Spanish Mexican, White-Spanish Mexican, etc. While theme

incidence of children born.from miscegenation may be lOw, it could(accaint fork
some of the, two per cent who classified themselves as "other" and, 'Mr-turn,
for the slight under-representation of both Whites and Blacks in the -total
sample,.

. ,

..N / .,

In brie in my judgment, the r,pe Aisyributions within the sample
reflect reasonab well those existing in the.population studied. Deviati
of the_s.ample from niverse parameters are geherally small, and probably

.

result from chance Sample fluctuations and the independent perceptions Of the'
student respondents. , )

. .

Sample returns, by day of,the week. As effort.was made to obtain an
"appqximately equal *Tiber of completed questionnaires on each of the five
.days of the survey week. This effort was. in direct support of questions
13-33 on the student ballot which asked for children's recall of their viewing
"yesterday" by half-hour periods during the late afternoons and evenings
before school days. In a number of cases, Owing to unanticipated. schedule

. conflicts, illnesses, or other reasons, instructors were unable to administer
the questionnaires on the date assigned, but had to administer them oh .

another day of the week.
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Ideally, the percentage.of total'returns completed on each day would have
been 20%. For the overall sample,'Table 5' reveals that. Friday was slightly
underrepresented. The. same was true for t& Wichita school: district. 'In
the 'non-Wichita schools, Wednesday and Thursday were slightly underrepresented,
while Monday and Tuesday were slightly overrepresented.

Summary evaluation. There is alwaylthe possibility, of course, that
the returned sample deviated from a truly representative cross -tectIon of
the total student population'in the selected grades with respect to certain
unMeasured variables such as: the degree of interest in televiSion;

\willingness to "complete the questionnaire in accordance, with Instructions;
guistic sophistication as it might affect the ability Of tneespondents

to answer the questions. All such ungleaured variable, of course, are
imponderables in most surveys in which questionnaires are self-administered
and distributed and returned by impersonal means. -

Based on dat that areAirectly comparable, however, it is myjudgment that
the returne sample represents a gOod representative cross-section o1 the
target popu ation during the survey week, and should'fairly reflect that a

population's viewing habits, program preferences, and perceptions of parental
guidance., Sample deviations from universe parameters were of such low
magnitude that,' deemed it unnecessary to engage in any "weighting" when
reporting ,Thverall" and "combined" responses in subsequent-analyses and
reports of the findings..

Parent lample and'the student subset

Parent returns. As noted earlier,by the end of November approximately
forty per cent of the homes of the children contacted in the survey had responded
with completed questionnaires. The second wave of ."-follow-Up" letters, idL
itjated on December 6, increased the response rate to slightly oVer,sfifty per
cent, Mid-January was designated as the "cut-off" dat9 beyond which'parental'
returns' would not be processed by the computer clpter, On:January 15, a
total of 5,052 coMpleted 'parental' questionnaires had. been received.

Attrition. Of the total recei(d, 170,parental rgturns were excl4Ideds)
from data ProCessing for four reasons, as enumerated below.

1. Eighty-five were "contaminated" returns--contaminatO in the -

4, 'sense that the parents' questionnaires were returned with completed'tudent'
question ires. (See,the subsection, "(contaminated returns,fl'in the preceding'
section.

2. n mate lng parents' and children's quetionnaires by serial : .

,numbers,.fifteen e' rejected because they. cliilirly were from parents of students
not selected for the survey. Disdrepanciesrin'the reported grade level,
sex, and school _of the child were determining factors. It is possible that



Table 5

r.

ANALYSIS OF STUDENT QuiSTIbNNAIRES ATTEMPTED AND COMPLETED,

BY DAY OF THE WEEK AND BY STRATA

Is

All (254)

5th Gra

6th Grade

7th Grade

8th Grade

-9th Grade

Total

% of.5-day total

Wichita (176)

4th Grade

5th Grade,

6th Grade

7th Grade

8th Grade

9th Grade

Total;

of.,5-day total

Non-Wichita (78)

4th Grade

5t4 Grade

6th Grade

7th Grade

8th Grade

9th Grade,

Total

% of 5 -day total

questionnaires Suppled and Completed on* 5 -Day
,

, Monday . Tuesday- Wednesday_ Thursday

Sup- c0M-

plied ioleted

Corli-

pried 'pleted

Sup- DM-

plied pleted

Sup- Com-

plied pleted

192 183. 183 168 171' 135 179 2i9

190 170 177 153. 179 155 180 '195i

.210 228 190 138 . 190 180 188 '205
192 132' 194 219, .198 202' 215 171

213 166 202 216 209 167 205 177

218 189 .236 149 216 185 ,204 147'

1215 1068 1182 1048 1163 1024 1171 1114

20.6 0.7 '20.1 :20.2 19.8 19.9 21.6

1,

130 121 131 118 94 134 174-

.135 124 , 134 112

.029

134 114 131
. 150

1 3 140 137 .65. 140 150 137 158

14 87 138 166 136 117 144 136

148 107' 139 131 149 141 139 v113
154 135 157 :81 149 127 150' 113

851 114 836. 673 ,837 743 835 844

20.4 19.9 20.0 1>8.7., 20.0 20.7 20.0 215

62, 62 52 50 42 41, 45 45

'55 46 43 41, 45 41 .49 45

67 88' 53 73 50 30 51 47

49 45 56 53 62 85 71 35

'67 59 63 85 60 '.26 66 64

64 54 79 . 68 67 58 54 34

364 354 346 370 326 281 336 270

21.2' 22.5 20.2 23.5 19.0 17.8 19.6 17,1

Friday .4 Total

Sup- \Com- up, Com-

plied pleted plied pleted.1

171 133 ' 896 838

185 , 134 911 807

195 133 973 884

202 134 1001 .858

190 . 150 1019 876

219 234 1093 , 904

1162 918 5893 5167,

19.7 17.8 100.0 100.1

y27.

14(1,

135'

131,

137

148

818

19.6

66w, 598

ot

67 -V57

100k 10, 59

169 ; 758 625

617 4177 3591

17.2 '100,0 100.0

44 42 245 240

45 44 237 217

60 33. 281 271

71 67 309 285

51-. AO '309 284,

71' 65 335 279

344- 301 1576

20.0 19.1 100.0 100.0

*In,tha sample designari attempt was made to,provide approximately equal numbers cf questionnaires on each day of
the week, modified by variations resulting from random "cluster" sampling. In'several instances, owing to schedule
conflicts', instructors were unable to adminiSter the questionnaires on the assigned day anThad,to administer them on
another day. The "completed" totals, represent net returns isee column 11, Table 3).
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46

parents might have had two children in the grades surveyed but only one was
selected in the random sample. In such a case, the selected child probably
took home two questionnaires and the parents elected to complete one question-
naire for each of their two children.

3. Thirty were rejected.because it was apparent that they were
"duplicates." In thirty envelopes containing two questionnaires each, the
responses orloboth qabstionnaires were identical in every respect, in both
demographic4ata and in the reports on viewing, attitudes, and guidance. A
clue to a Wobable'explanation for this phenomenon was obtained in a-telephone
conversation with a parent who called to ask, "Why is it necessary to fill
out two,questionnaireS for the same child?" The purpOse of providing each home
With two questionnaires, I explained, was to accommodate responses from two
adults. In such cases, it would- appear that the respondpg parent either had

' not read or had misunderstood the letter which accompanied the questionnaire
(see copy of the,letter in Appendix C).

4. Forty parental returns could not be matched by serial numbers'
with any of.the student returns. I can only speculate that this may have
occurred if a student failed to-turnin his dr her questionnaire to the
clasSwom instructor, but did,' however, take home the parental questionnaires.
What happened to the student questionnaires,

in

`these cases is not known.
Perhaps theymere thrown away, misplaced, or "lost" n some manner. Since

,-one of the primary purposes of soliciting parental responses was to compare
students' and parents' perceptions of guidance on viewing, such "unmatched"
returns were unusable and were, accordingly, excluded from.the parent sample.

The deletion of the 170 questionnaires reduced the net in-house-tab'
sample !pif parents to 4,882.

Table 6 analyzes the incidence of parental response- overal T ani in, each
of the major strata. ForTurposes of analysiS,,'each sttdentrwhoxeturned
completed questionnaire rresenteda "different, home."

r
Overall, the parent Sample included one or more returns from 52.2% of

the homes contacted through the children,-a response rate,which was considered
. adequate for the purposes of this study. The National Association of

Broadcasters has noted that often'surveys which.require returns :by mail suffer
ToIAT response rates and "25 per cent is common"NAB, 1966, 16). Babbie
(1973, 165) characterizeS'ffiall response rates of 50% as ."adequa'te," 60° as
"good," and 70%.as "very good." These are value judgments, of cours , and

. perhaps the important criteria are the representativeness and the size of the
returned sample, the latter directly affecting the statistical reliability of

.,estimates based on the sample and subsamples.

Comparing the two major strata, Table 6 reveals that morn 'han six of
ten homes in the non-Wichita districts returned one or both qu :ionn ires,
compared to a response rate of 48% for homeS in the Wichita district. krhe
rate of.)1double responses"--twp questionnaires per-home--was quite hi h for
botficoOtrata, and, overall, 81% of the "different homes" responded with two.
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Table 6

ANALYSIS OF NET PARENTAL RETURNS

I .0

Responses from
Parents of

Returns from
"Different
HomWa

% of Net
Sample of

No. of
Returned
Question-

Students in: No. '% Students naires

All sampled classes
- (5167)

Single responses 512 19.0% 512
Double responses 2185 81.0

,9.9%

42.3 4370
2697 100.0. 52.2 4882

Wichita classes

392 )?2.6

(3591)

10.9 392Single responses
Double responses 1344 37.4 37.4 2688

1736 100.0 48.3 3080

Non - Wichita classes (1576)

Single responses 120 12.5 7 7.6. ) 120
Double responses 841 87.5 53.4 ' 1682

961 100.0 61.0 1802

aFor purposes of this analysis, each student who returned
a completed questionnaire represents a "different home." Each
student was given an envelope containing two questionnaires to
take home-to his/her "parents"--mother, father, grandmother,
grandfather, or other responsible adults. As can be,seen from
the table the greatmajority of the homes (81%) responded with '
two completed questionnaires.

b
Excluded are 170 parental return Th reasons for their

exclusion are provided in the subsecti "At rition," on the two
preceding pages.

A
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The student subset. Parental responses Aictated the size-and composition
of the student subsample (hereinafter referred to as the "subset") which was.
used for the comparisons,of parents' and-stpdepts' reports on program pre-
ferences and independent perceptions of parentkl guidance. The net parent
sample of 4,882-permitted matching parental responSeS with those of 2,697
children--52,2% of the totalvstudent sample of 5,167.

Representativeness of the parent sample and student subset. In Tables-,_
6A and 6B, the distributions of the parent sample and the student subset are
analyzed by grade level of the student, and by sex and race of the respondents.

I1n Table 6A, it will be seen that both the parent sample and the student
subset compared very favorably, as might be expected, in the distributions
by grade level. The important test, however, was the 'subset's degree of
correspondence with the dimensions of the total student sample: As the middle
column in Table 6A indicates, the correspondence was good. Overall, the subset
showed a slight overrepresentation of children in the fourth grade, and a
similar underrepresentation of children in the ninth grade. For all grades
combined, the Wichita stratum and the non-Wichita stratum were underrepresented
and-overrepresented, respectively, by 5.1%.

The sex distribution of the student subset compared quite favorably
with that of the total student sample, the proportions of boys end girls
in each being about equal. In the parent sample, however, for each grade
level the percentages of female respondents were higher'than those-of male
respondents, with an average difference of.10.6%. This was not unexpected,
however, as experiences with many mail surveys of households have revealed
that men generally respond less frequently than women. The 10% differential
is not so great, in my judgment, to severely bias the representativeness of
the parent sample.

In Table 6B, the parent 'sample, student subset, and total student sample
are analyzed by the racial/ethnic distribution of the respondents, Again,
as was to be expected, the ,differences betwee0theparent sample and student
subset were not_great. However, both deviated significantly from the total
student sample in,the overrepresentation of White respondents and the,
underrepreSentatiOn of minority groups, especially Blacks. In the case of,
the latter, the deviations were most pronounced in th- eventh"through the
ninth -grades in the Wichita district. In each.of the e grade levels,
the proportion of Blacks in the student subset was le s than half the pro
portion of Blacks in the total student sample.

The reason for the underrepresentation of Blacks in boththe student
subset and parent sample is not known. One or both of two actions could
have been responsible: some Black students may have failed to take questfbn-
naires home to their parents, or, if they did, the parents may have elected
not to return them. In any case, to the extent that viewing habits, program
preferences, and parental guidance of Black parents and children differ
from those of the other racial /ethnic groups, the overall representativeness
of the parent sample and the student subset is reduced slightly.



Table 6A

COMPARISON OF NET RETURNS FROM PARENT AND STUDENT' SAMPLES

(By grade level of students, and by sex of respondents)

4

All Districts

4th Grade.

5th Grade.

6th Grade.

7th Grade.

8th Grade.

9th Grade.

Wichita

Parent

Sample

Student,

Subset.

Total Sample

of Students

Devi-

ation

% of 6 ro" of 6 of

No. Grades tioL Grades, No. Grades Subset

. 873

777

851

792.

832

. /

4th Grade. . 586

5th Grade. . 549.

6th Grade. . 508

7th Grade. . 471

8th Grade. . 502

9th Grade. 464

Non-Wichita

4th Grade. . .287.

5th Grade. 228

6th Grade.. 343

7th Grade. . 321

8th Grade. 330

,j 9th Grade. . 293

All grades:

Wichita 3080

Non-Wichita 1802

Total/Avg. 4882

) Male Female

Total , , Total

Parent' Student Student Parent Student ,Student

Sample Subset Sample Sample Subset Sample

17.9% 487 18.1% 838' 16.2% +1.9% 43.5% 52.3% 49.9% 56.5% 47.7% 50.1%

15.9 444, 16.5 807 , 15.6 +0.9 42.8 49.2. 51.6 57).2 50.8 48.4
17.4 478 17.7, 884 .17.1 +0,6 44.0 46.8 49.2 56.0 53.2 ,50.8
16.2 434 16.1 858 16.6 -0.5 45.9 46.7 49.8 54.1 .53.3 50.2
17.0 448 16,6 876 17.0 -,04 46.3 45.0 49.8 53.7 55.0 50.2

15.5 406 15.1 904 -17.5 -2.4 45 9 50.1 52,1 54,1 49.9 47.9

19.0 333 '19.2 598 16.7 +2.5 42.3 54.5 50,8 57.7 45.5' 49.2 /
17.8 318 18.3 590 16.4 +1.9 41.8 47.0 51.1 58.2 53.0 48.9

16.5 2.95 17.0 613 17,1 -0.1 41:4 44.4 f 48.8 58.6 55.6 51.2

15.3 262 15.1 573 16.0 -0.9 45.0 44.4 48.3 55.0 ' 55.6 51.7

16.3 275 15.8 592 16.5 -0.7 45.1 43.8. 50,2 54.9, 56.1c .49.8

15.1 253 0 14.6 625 17.4 -2.8 45.5
, 48.,4 51.4 , 54.5 51.6 '48.6

15.9 154 16.0 240 15-.-2 +0,8 45.9 47,4 41.5 54.1 52.6 52.5

12.7 126 13.1 ) 217 13.8 -0.7 45.2. 54.8 52.8 54.8 45.2 47.2

19,0 183 19.0 271 17.2 41,8 47.7 50.8 50.2 52.3 49.2 49.8

17.8 172 17.9 285 18.1 -0.2 47.2 .50.0 52.6 52.8 50.0 47.4

18.3, 173 18.0 284 181 48.1 47.1 48.9 51.9 52.9 51.1

16.3 153 15.9 279 17.7 -1.8 46.6 .52.9 53.8 53.4, 47.1 46.2,

63.1 1736 64.4 3591 69.5 -5.1 43.4 47.3 50,1 56.6 52.7 49.9

36.9 961 35.6 1576 30.5 +5.1 46.9 50.3 51,0 53.1 49.7 49.0

100.0 2697 100.0 5167 100.0 44.7 48.4 50.4 55.3 51.6 49.6

0
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Table 6B

RACIAL/ETHNIC DISTRIBUTIONS OF PARENT AND STUDENT SAMPLES*

Parent Sample Student S,gbSet Total Student Sample

,Span- Amer. Span7 Amer. Span- Amer,

Black MO MR 2hE Whi a B1a.c1( Mex'h atE White Black Iputli Other,
All Districts, (4259) (288) (80

7.5% 2.7%,

8.7 1.7

8.1 1.6

4.2 1.7

3.9 1.3,

2.9' 1.6

6.0 1.8

(90'

2.2%

1.0

3.1

2.4'

1.3

1.7

2.0

4th Grade. . 85.5%

5th Grade, , 86.2

6th Grade, . 83.8

7th Grade. . 88.3

8th Grade. . 91.9

9th Grade: 92.9

Average. . 88,0

$

Wichita (2559) (273) (74) ,(69)

4th Grade. . 80.9 1.0.1 3.6 2.6

ith,Grade. . 80.7 12.4 2.4 1.5

6th Grade, 79.1 13.6 2.4' 2.8

7th Grade, . 83.4 5.8, 2.8'

8th Grafi. . 90.2. 5.2 1.0. 1.4

9th Grade., . 90,7 4.8 2.2, , 2.0

Average, . 84.0 9,0 2.4 2.3
s.

Non- Wichita ' (1700) cl5) c (12) (1)

4th Grade. . 94.7 '1.1 0,7 1.4

'5th Grade. .,099.1 -

6th Grade. 90.6 - 0.6 3.5.

7th Grade. . 95.3 1.9 0.9

8th Grade. . 94.5 1.8 1.8 J.2

9th Grade. . .96.6 - '0.7 1.4

Average, , 94.9 0.8 0.7 1.5

(111) (2325)

2.1% 83.8%

2.3 85.0 ,

3.4 82.2 1

3.4 81.6

'1.6 91.7

0.8 92.5

2.3 96.9

(182) '(48) (54) (65) (4149). (90 (112)

8.7% 2.9% 2.3%

10,0 1.6 0.9

9.6 1.5 2,9

4.7 1.6 2.6

1.0 1.3 '1.3

3.0' 1.7

6.8 -1,8 2.0

2 %2.35 7799T 1123.P30 2.0

3.8 77.8 13.3 2.5'

3.5 82.2 410.4 2.2

1.6 ,82.9 9,9 ,1.8

0.7 84.4 10.3 1.6

2J 81.1 11.6 2.2

V4) (1420) (174) (42) (40) (43) (2686) (579) (99)

2.1 79.0 12.2 4.0 2.7 2.1 74.3 16.8 3.6

3.0 79.2 14.1 2.2 1.3 3.2 72.5 19.1 2.8

2,2 77.3 '15.6 2.0/ 2.7 2.0 ,72.5 19.2 3.3

4.5 82.6 6.6 2.7 3.5 4.1 75.9 15,0 3.2

2.2 89.8 5.5 1.1 1.5 2t\759.8 13.1 1.9

0.4 90.0 4.8 2.4 2.4 0.4 9.1 14.7 2.1

2:4 82 10.1 2.4 2.3 2.5 75.7 16.3 2.8

(31) (905): (8) (6) '(14) (22) (1463). (17) (13)

2.1 94.1

0.9 99.2

5.3 ;90.1

1.9 95.3

0.6 94,8

1,4 96.7

2,1 94,8

1.3 0:7' 1.3 1.3 92.4 ,1.3 1.7

0'.8 19.5 0.5

0:5 3.3 4:4 89..9 - ,' 0.7

1.8 1.2 1.2 94.4 1.4 0.3

1.7 ° 1,7 t1 ..2 0.6 89.4 3.2 1.8

0.7 1.3 f.3 96.4 90.4 0.4

0,8 0.6 1.5 1.7 93.5.1.1 0.8

;, (121) (137)

3

2.2%

1.f 2.5

2.1i

2.1 3.

.2.5 2,9

2.1 1.6

2.4 2.7

192) (93)

3.4 1.9

2.4 3.2

2.3 2.7

2.1 3.8

2.7 2.5

2.6 1.5

2.6 2.6

(29) (43)

2.1 2.5.

3.4 '5.0

2.1. 1.8

2.1 3.5.

1.1 1,7

1.9 2.7

9

*Figures in parentheses proiide the sample size for-each racial/ethnic group. Percentages in thy` table, however,

are based on the number in each grade level, Mvon the size of the racial/ nic group.- For each sample or subset,

t e perdentages of the five categories add horizontally to 100%. Exclu are t ise who did not' identify their race.

T e tegory "other" comprises Asian Americans and all others not included in the four racial /ethnic categories.
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Shortcomin s

Overall, L was reasonably satisfied with th 'methodology employed.
As noted earlier in this chapter, each of the sdndard techniques of s

audience measurement has its adv ntages and diSadvantaqes. Administrative
considerations with respect to he time and funds available, and with respect
to, the ages of the students in t e target population, generally dictated a

survey approach utilizing a stru tured, standardized questionnaire for se
administration. The latter, a I have already noted, restricts answers to
the choices provided.

In the following subsections, I shall call attention to certain 1
itations and "shortcomings" which shbuld be considered iliNealuating
validity of the findings prOvided in. subsequent chapters.

-11.

Inclusion Of non-Sedgwick respondents -.14

.
The target population had been.d fined as "the school.children in the(.

fourth-through the ninthArades in the public,schools ofSedgwiCk County,
excluding, the handicapped in spetial education classes.' Random "cluster
4mpling"of whole classes was employed in7the.ten unified ,school districts
(USDs) for which Sedgwick is the "home county."

The boundaries of four of"the ten USDs, however, extend into adjacent'.
counties (see Figure 3, Chapter. I). ,.As result, a total of eighty, nine
students in-the net student sample resided outside Sedgwick Caity, althOugh
the schools they attend were within Sedgwick County. Sixty-six were from
Sumner'CoUnty, of which sixty-five were ehrolled in USD 263 and ORE was
enrolled in USD 264. In the case of USD-263, the Sumner/Sedgwick county
line'ryns down the middle of the main street of Mulvane-7a community in
which most of the district's schools are located. The- "environment" on
one side of the county line did not differ from that o-n the other side
sufficiently,to-warrantin my jupgment, the exclusion of the Sumner'County*

idents. Nineteen children in USD 26Ps.schools resided Reno Coonty;i.
a fouM in'USD 268',s schools resided in Kingman County. The eighty-nine'
non,- Sedgwick studrts represented only 1.7% of the

\
net student sadtple.

51

Differing` interprlytationt of no :guidance"

In part .,[3 of Section-1 II of the,questiOnnaire, both parents and students
were asked to.report the type of parental guidance provided qh_the view;ng
of each-of the eighty -six )fisted, programs. The choices provided twb degrees
of "positive" guidance,( "must"'or "should" watch it),and two degrees.of
"negative" guidance ("should not" or "must hot" watch it). The middle choice
on the students' questionnaire was': "T40y dqn't care if I do or don't watch
it." On theparents'Auestionnaire, the, middle'choice was: "I gi/vo advice."

Hit

0
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Students' responses foi"programs "newer seen' " One instructor reported
that there was some confusion among her students with respect to. what
"parental guidance" choice would be appr'Opriatt*for programs they. ha'd never
seen. The instructor noted that in most cases the studOnts selected the
middle choice, "They don't care if I door don't. watch it."

The_ ossibility of such confusion is.acknowledged. In constructing the
questionnaire, it was believed that at least one reasonfor not haying ever
seen a program might have been the exercise of some degree of`- negative parental
guidance. In'the absence of any guidance, I sutpeCt that most studentt who
had "neve* seen" a given program probably would select'the'middle choice far
guidance on that program. To the degree thafthis choice was' made, "no
guidance" shodld not be interpreted. as being either negative:or derogatory.

In Table 31 (Chapter VI), however, it will,beseen that for sixteen of
the eighteen programs on wOich children reported receiving the most, negative
parental gdidance; the proportions who had "never seen" those programs
were quite.large. Thjs,dees suggest,that negative guidance may have been
responsible, -in great part, for the incidence, of children reporting they.had
."never seen" a giVen program. Whatever the reason, the incidence of both

posilr

mk,negative guidance was quite low as will be seen in Chapter VI.
Neve , an additlinal guidance choice might have resolved any such,
confusion, e.g., "I receive no guidance because neither my parents nor I have
ever seen.the program,",orDwords to that effect.

Difi ing parental perspectives on "no guidance." Ftfieen(parents
elected t attach comments to their1questionnaires--comments whicheuggested
that. they were uneasy'about the 'ono advice" choice :on parental guidance.

qUestionnaire directly solicited' the type of spedific guidance-provided
to children on'specific prograk5L. There are, of course, other" forms of
mode indirect and subtle guidance which were not measured by the quettionnaire,
`and which were suggested by the parents' unsolicited comments'.

,

-One'tuch type of gujdance is that
,

which ig provided' in a generali e 3\_

context--the parents' influence in _;the rearing and training of their children.
One respondent wrote: ' '-

.
. ,

. 2.By'marking "Gives no adVice,' we do not wish to imply that
wegveno.advice,,butouryounsters,prettywellknowwhatNthey.can
and can't watch. 1.

,_

Another urged:

. . .Please do not misunderstand that we do not supervise our
child's viewing habits. Supervising on a:very close level was done
at kmuch earlier age so nowto acentain-glegrethe-choice is up to
hire'

o

A second type of guidance is, more related to how much the child watches
television than to what the child views. One parent wrote:
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. . .We discourage, not disallows watching the cops & robbers
things, etc. We feel that. in moderation the effects probably are nok.
too severe. Therefore, the prohibition at our home is not so much
"what" as how much;

According to another mother:'

. ,

.As far as parental advice as to the particular television
thows,.I rarely tell my son that he may not watch,any of the regular
series, however, he understands that too much of anything is not good
and that it is betterto be playing games, etc. than 'sitting in front
of T.V. all evening.

.x,

.

A third type,of-4uidance not measured by the questionnaire is that which
is provided during the act. of viewing...As one parent stated:

. .We usually watch tele'iision with our chfldren and if
have any questions about some of the gureadUlt shows we discuss them.
Quite frankly there'have been more questionS fromcommercials than
shows. a

Still another parent stated:

. , have been taking questionnaires for about 30 years so I
recognize the limitations.of pro-Sible responses. HoweVer, "I give
no advice" is too troad a "catchall." W;-see any-programnews'
orlotherthat I do not think my children should watch, either the
channel is changed or the TV is shut off.

Th ilimeryts cited above:do-suggett'that a. more generalized type of
gyidance 'may haVe-be6n p'rovidOd to children even if parents responded, "I
give no advice.':' jihecomments .certainly have merit aid should be considered
when reviewing the 4'naOes of parental reports in Chapter, h. At the same
time, the low incfdenceof either positive fY negative guidance tdan entire
week's schedule of evening and Saturday' morning programs (Chapter. VI)
'suggests that the.parental guidance that it exercisedpften tends to be
Mbre patsive than active.

Errors in the,construCtiOnloof.the questionnaires'
.

p.

Two inadvertent and regrettable errors were made in constructing the
iuestionnaires.

Omission of certain,regula ly scheduled programs. A decision. had been (
made. to delete "movies" and "specialS", from. ,the list of Rrograps in Section 'I I
of the questionnaire (see the rattonalefor this';decision in the subsection,"
"Format of the questionnaire," earlier in this chapter). While 'specials" .

Were excluded, _the regularly:schedUled programs Whi h the."specialtP preempted
were- omitte6 also. Thus, "Bionic Womani" "Baretta," and "TheWaltons" did

'"

5



not' appear in the list' at their regular fimes okbroadcast. For_ the same
reason, "StarsOr& Hutch" was also omitted from its regular Wednesday-
evening slot, although it was included at'its scheduled time on Saturday
night.

,
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These omissions were n'ot discovered until after, the questionnaires had
been printed, and it was.too late to make the necessal-corrections and.reruas.
Again, the omissions are sincerely regretted.

Typographical error in the parent questionnaire. A.typographical error
which escaped several pairs.of proofreading eyes occurred in Question 4 on
the parents' questionnaire. The question asked the parents to, report their.
ages W e-1selecting one three choices: "under 35," "36=49-," or "50 `or 4s.

'more.. Obviously, such categories should be mutually exclusive, and the
. middle choice should have-been "35-49." One parent Wrote inthe margin of
his que'stionnaire, "What should reheck if I am exactly 35 year old?" I

notedhat the parent did.check the "36749" choice, and rwspect that most
of those faced' with _the same dill emma did likewise. ,

.,,

.

.

. e

Summar, . I 'have endeavored to fairly.and honestly report limitations-
and'er .or of which I ash aware-, that occurred 'in the methodology employed%in this stay. Withodt being "defensiie" in any way, I must reassert that,.
in my ju gment, the shortcomings notwithstanding, this report'reflectS'.
reasonably well the viewing habits, program-preferenees; and parental guidance
of school children in the -fourth through the ninth grades in the public.

. ,

schoolsof Sedgwick County, Kansas, during mid- November, 1976. So be.it.

k
a

v



r. CHAPTER III

41 1

THE' INCIDENCE' Ar Nip AMOUNTAF_S NTTUDES' VIEWING DURING,

,LATE AF,TERNO0 AND EVENiNGS BEFORE SCHOOL DAYS

.
Little documentation is required to demonstrate that children devOte a

considerable amount theil out-of7schoo time to_ television, viewing'. The
A.C. Nielsen CompaY, nationally recognized for the data on viewing it
supplies t9 broadcastivrs and advertise estimated that in November; 1975,
childreh two to eleven years- of age aOraged,slightly dyer twenty-'six hours
weekly in viewing television. The .estimate of teen-age viewing4as lower,
with children twelve to seventeen years of age. averaging.approx-%-iely ",

`'twenty -two hours 'weekly (Nielsen, .1976,'15). /*

Based 'on 'Nielsen's estimates- of children,!'s weekly viewing, it would
appear that the daily averages 'for the pre-adolescent, and teen:-ale grobps
would ,approxjmate 3.7 and 3.1,hours, nespectively. <,) . .

As explained in Chapter`.k. I, one of ,trhe pricary objectives of 'this' tudy`..-
was to determine the incidenCe and amount of students' viewing:dur-ing late
afternoons ,. an evenings before' 'schou,1 da s. _Implicit in-,-the forgylatlon.tof
this objecti w ,s/the.notion- that' tel ev si on 'mayLaffect*, the amount .9ftime

. ,

children have available for other pursui s--Other leisure -time act-N.-it-10,,
- ,'

school-related -study and "homework;" family interaction, and even sleep. ';

The data PreSenred in ,,this chapter,...however, will not di'rectlywdemonstrate
ithe degree to which children's viewing competes",er conflicts' Kith such `,

Pursuits; n5hr shall kmake any value judgments on whether .,the incidence; Or,
amount of television Aewing tO "good" or "bad", for chilxlren .of the age's
studigd. in tfte,,,Survey. Such'Inferences most be made by the individual .
readers as trielk relate to specific children. The data will,. however, provide,'
partial bases for draw-111g ?pproprite' 'inferences. .-,, ,

.
.

Art associated..intent of this study was to 'determine ichldreas viewing
habits before, during, :and after the "family, viewing' period" which 'occurs '

froM 6:00 to 8:00 p.m. in the Cerftral.--time-Zone--one ,hour earl ier,than in
the Eastern: and .Paci fl c time zones. -Finally, as is true for the other' areas'
of inquiry; information was desir d on the effects of several variables--se,
grade levels (a :compound:var-i'Ck reflecting, at least in part, age and
educatfon),race, degree of urbfirization,-and the number of television s-ets-

i n hoMes--upon the 'incidence 'and'amount7of children's television viewing:.
Adequate information on the effects. 01. such variables, as they might relate
to the "target papulatioji,,; ! wa's' not, Tound In a review of the aVailable, A.:7
literature in the field...;),



To secure data which might provide insight into these matters, each
child was asked td report; by half-hour periods, the times he br she
watched'television 'yesterday!' :erOM 3:30 p.m. to Midnight. Identification
of 'Yesterday" aSa specific day of the.week was. made in response to question
#12 on the questionnaire. In-questions #19 and #33; respondents were
asked to's m the number of half-hour periods %necked" in each of the two
day/parts-. :30 to 6:.00, and 6:00 to midnight. ,,(See aCopy of the question-,

naire in Ap endix C.)

.

I :was anticipated, of course, that on, occasion, a rdspondent might.
not havOiewed television during the entirety of a given half-hour period.
In guidance provided. to he..classroom instructors, the Tatter were asked to
request the 4ydents tp:PliCe an "X" in the "box ", for:each half-hour peribd -

during which nerviewed television for at least ten Minutes. To the extent
that respondents did noCengage in viewing during the entirety of each.,half-
hour period reported, the amounts of viewing, as calculated and analyZed
inthis chapter, would be inflated to.an unknown degree.. Such inflation,.
unfortunately, is.charaCtpristic of; and nigh'unavoidable in, most research
studies which attempt to determine the amounts of time and degree's of
attention devoted to mass media materials.

. Neverthele6s, it was assumed that
inflation would-botonsistenf throughout the total samplec, thereby permitt
reasonably reliable; comparative analyses of viewing among the subsam

-
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Viewing of alTrstudents, Sunday-Thursday Combined. Table 7 analyzes
the 'viewing of:,children after 3:30' p.m. during thefi-ve days covered by
the survey., _In thelate afternoons,)the daily,average number.bflialf-hour.
periods spenl- viewing ,television was. slightly pver'64o; An the evenings;'-,,
after '6:00 p.m., the daily average was approximately four' and three-fourths.
Combining the' two set71111f data and converting them into hoprs, At wouldc,
appear that the average 'number of, hours devoted to, television Viewitng daily
was. approx'imately 3.4, a,figure that falls within ore range of'Njelsen's

YpstiRates for pre - adolescent and teen=age groups-repoKted in.th9 introduction'
. -of'01.5 .chapter4i The data derived from this study and,those of Nielsen are
, hot directly comparable, however, as' the Nielsen:estimateS,Ancludes viewing

on Fridays;Saturdays, and,during ,the daytime' on Suhdays before 3:30 p.m.--
days and 'times not covered An the survey and during which ,the patterns of
i ivewng may vary.from-those observed in the day/parts investigated 'In thiS

stqdy.

,ne
The profiled of viewing, by half-hour perviodS,'revealsthat..by 4M0

p.m. slightly over half of all children were watching television. From
5::00 td.6:;00, there was a temporary valley in the,profile, Nigh the proportion
reporting viewing deciinthg,,tb.about"one-X0rd of the sample. Illne Might

,speccUlateon the reason, fOrthe declihe:''In.,some homes', earlrevening meals
might have interrupted .viewing Changes in the types, of prograMming avai able



Table 7

EttVISION VIEWING BY S iDENTS DURING LATE AFTERNOONS AND EVENINGS BEFORE $CN001 DAYS

.half-hoh 6 and lay of the week, Sunday through Thursday).

Reports by..

1:30-6:00 m

1:30- :00

4i00-4:30'

0075:00

5:00-5:30

ill 5:10-6:00

percentage. viewiMuOng each half -hour period--overall and by sex of the student,.
Sun -Thur Combined,

. Sunday Honda Tuesda Wednesday iqhursda
Ail* Boy Girl. All Boy Girl' 11* Boy Gir 1 * Boy All* Bog 14r1 1 *', 04, Gtr

5103 2550 2526' 1029 '526 193. iogr 530 524' 1008. 503 503 r068, 539 -526 97',430 462

37.0 37.5, 36

51.8 52.2 51.6

51.5 49.4 53.9

,32.3 32.0 32.7

32.4P 14.4 30.4

31.8 42.2

42.6 47.7

42.7 47.7

1/.1 43.0'

41.2 4/ 3

No viewing 24.6 .25.1 23.8 34.8 29.5

6:00-Midnight 5041 2509 1508 1023 523

'6:00-6:30 46.5 4Kg '41.9 66.9

6:30-7:00 . 60.6 60.6 60.6 70.3 70.1

7:00-7:30 65.5 64.7 66:2 72.3 75.0

7:30-8:00 63.6: 63.4 6r.'0 72.5 15.5

8:00 -8:30 59.5 61 4 0 7 62,2 65 4

8:30-9:00 58.3 60.6 5.0 60.9 64.4

9:00 -9:30 48.1 51.0. 45.5 52.3 0.4

9:30-10:00 42,,944.8 41.2 47.0 48.9

10:00-10:30, 1;Z. , zq.3 12.0 23.4 30.4

(.10:30-11:00 iN ,(15.,7 5.8 11.6 13.8

11:00-11:30 4.4 t5,5 LI, 7,9 9.8

11.10-12:00 , 2.9. 3.1 24' 5,6 5,9

,

No viewing , .10:4 10.5 10.2 8.9 7.8

Avg. No. of,

1/2-hr Periods**

3:3046:00 2.05 2.06. 2.05. 2.01' 2:28 1.75 2 :11. 2,10 2.11 2.10 2.09 21.11 2.01 1.88 2.16 2.01 1.90 2.11
1 :00-12:00 4,76 '4.94 .4.60 5.51 5,81 5.19 5.02 5.40. 4.63.4.54. 4.61' 4.42 4.59 4.42 4:80'.',3.99 '4,201,3,80

Avy'age for each /pact is based on th:number Qf respOndents, including those who lid not report any viewing.
).

4*.Include those w id not identify their sex 10, in the case of combined Sunday-Thursday reports, those Who did not

Af

13.7 40.0 37.1

37.5 57.5 58.1

37.9 53.4 52.1

31.4 '29.2 30.0

34.7. 30.5 32.3

c.;1

42.2 37.5 38.2 36.8 .32.9

56.9 52.4 53.9 51.1 52.5

54.8 54,6 51.9 51.5 54.1

28.6 .33.9 33.2, 34.8 31.5

28.2 31.4 32.0. 31.0 30.4

32.8 32:9 '37.0 35.8 37.9

49.9 55.5 54.2 51.2 56.9 e'

48.2 60.5 *52.4 46.5 58.2

27.8 35.2 '29.2 '25.1 33.1'

28.8 12.3 27.9 30.9 24.9

40.6 21.7 23.0 20.4 21.8 23,3 20.3 20.5 23.9 16.9 24.1 26.7 21.6

492,1 9 517

63.4 4-476 TO

69.9 59.5 60.9

,69.7 65.9 66.0

69.5 64.2 64.4

58.5 65.0 68.3.

56.9 64.0 68.9

49.0 53.3 58.8

45.3 48.5 53.0

15.9 19.1 27.1

9.3 10.5 15.9

.5.9 4.9 7.0

5.1 2.8 3.7

10.0 8.2, 8.1

527 986 493 ,491 1051

1T4 4"2.6 36.0 Wn.

58.1 58:8 #60:0 57.6 57.3

65.71 68.2 66.1 69,9 61.4

63.9 66.1 64.7 67.8 61.2

62.0 59.7 61.5 58.2 60.3

59,2 57.8 60.0 55.8 58.4,

48:0 44.2 46.2 42.4 51.4'

44.2 39.9 40.2 39.7 44.1

11.0 11.9 13;8 10.0 11.1

4.9 4.8 6.1 3.5 5.2

2.8 2.4 3,7 1,2 2.1

1.9 1,2 1.8 0.6 2.0

8.5 10.1 11,2 10.2 10.4

526 522 891 428 458

T61 407 4ri 37.1

54.2 60.5 56.2 55.8 56.6

56.5 66.3 58.6 58.4 58.5

'57.0 65.5 52.5 53.0 52.0

58.4 62.6 41.8, 51.2 44.5

56.8 60.3 47.9'. 50.5 /45.6'

51,3 51.7 37.1( 40.7 34,1

43.3 45.2 33.1 36,7 29.9

13.1 13.2 '12.7 .16.1 9.2

4.6 5.9 6.3 7.5 5.2

2.1 3.3. 3.9 4.1 3.1

1.3 2.7 41 3.0 3.3

12.2 8.6 11.4 14.3 144

ftientif what day of the week,,wp "yesterday, " I4,
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also might account partially for this phenomenon. From 3:30 to 5:00, the
local stations broadcast programs that mightliave had considerable appeal
to the children, e.g., "Flintstones," "Andy Griffith," "BewitChed,". "Electric
Company," "My Three Sons,': and "Jeannig,", At 5:00, however, the early
evening 'line -up of hour-length newscasts commenced, each commercial affiliate
"riding the net" for one-half hour and then following-with "local news." The
ABC affiliate started its newscast at 5:00; the others, at 5:30. As will be
discussed in a subsequent chapternews" is not a popular type of program,

N,among the children, with about:one-third of them reporting that they "dislike"
it. The prevalence of newscasts, therefore, may partially account fOr the
temporary decline in viewing reported ,from 5:00 toZ:30..

0 From 6:30.to,8:00, during the "family period," the profile reveals a
N .dramatic rise in viewing, with slightly more than six out of ten children

reporting-that they watched television. This was the "peak period" in the
profile. Thereafter, the incidence of viewing gradually declined, with

' 43% reporting,vigwing at 9:30-10:00. At 10:00. there was an abrupt decline,
with only one of six children reporting viewing between 1000 and 10:30.

Again, one can speculate on t e reasons fort this decline. As will,
bp noted in the next,. chapter, 10:0 _p.11. was.the time beyond which many
children (32.6%) reported they Were not permitted.to view television.
addition,.startingat that time, all three of the local commercial statioefs
broadcast news wh-00, as notarabove, is"not a popular type of program
among the children. '

As might be expected, the size of the Student. abdience between 10:30
and midnight was Comparatively small.

Differences in viewing,.by ay of the week. The viewing pattern
described above for the combined fiVe-day period applies generally to each
of the days. To avoid overly repetitious destriptions of the familiar
"peaks" hand "valleys," the following discussion wil.1 beelimited to major
variations that occurred on a given day of the week.

Sunday, of c rse, was a non-school day. Compared with t e other four
.days, Monday thro gh Thursday, the incidence of viewing.from 4 0 to7,5:00.:
on Sunday wa%5significantly,lower. Thereafter, until 8:00, how Ver"pe
proportions' reported viewing. were considerably higher-on Sunday thanany
of the other four days. During the '.family Viewing period," the percentages
reportinggpiewing each half -hour were the highest noted for any pprialOr
day covered by the survey. -

:A review Of,Table 7 reveals that higher percentages reported viewing
. On Monday night from 8:60 to 11:00 thar.was the case on theother weekdays.
-Jt, might be noted, coincidentallyc.that "Monday Nite FOotball" was broadcast
4=,,on thatevening--commencing at; 8 :00 and extending beyond 10:30.-A "cause"-
and-effect relationship between'these.phenomena, of course, cannot be
demiaristrated from the' data.
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The incidence of Viewing from 8:00 to 10:00 was lower on Thursday than-
on the other four days. The slightly smaller sample Obtained for that 'day
would not iccount, statistically,'for the lower percentages who reported
viewing during this period_ An examination of the programming available
on Thursday, November'.1k offers some possible explanatiOns. One network
carried two new, "adult-type" programs ("Captains and Kings" and "Gibbsville")
which would have been,pfamiliar to tie children and, perhaps, would have
had.comparativelyiessappeal. iCippoSite those programs, the other networks
carried: two-programs, "Tony Randall Show" and "Nancy Walker Show ;" which
oneLfourth of the children reported they had never seen; and two familiar po-
lice-detective Programs, "Hawaii 5-0" and "Barnaby Jones," both of which
were reported, as ,"dislikedo.* approxima one-fourth of the' children.,

14.1"Effects of the'Variable of Sex Upon Viewing
p.

Viewing on Sunday Thursday combined. Table 7 reveals only one major
variation in the normal viewing profile that might:be attributable to the
,variable Of sex. After 8:00 p.m., higher proportions of boys than girls
repred viewing televisionAuring each halflour period. r.

With'respect to the amouet?Of viewing, the daily average of half-hours
viewed-was' significantly greater:among boys than girls.

Differences in viewing, by day of the1qeek. On weekdays, differences:
between boys and girls in the prOportions viewing each half-hour were not
great. On Sundayofternogns from 3:30 to 6:00, however, the percentages
viewing were much higher for boys. The heavy concentration on professional
foot011 games (five ho4s, from-1490 to 6:00'bn one network; and two and
one-Half hoUrs, from',2:30 to-5:00 on another network) mays have been'res-
ponsible for the greater incidence of viewing among box.,,s

Although the differences were not alwlys great, generally, higher
percentages of boys titan girls reported viewing in'the,:evenings dving.eath'
half-hoUrperiod exept on .Wednesday when the reverse4s3rue. -Again, the

-reasonS for this "reversal in form" are not known, AVview of the pro
gramming on Wednesday night, November 17, revealS,that'th,de successive,
one-hour "specials" were broadcast from 7:00 to 10;00 by'e ABC affiliate7-
-"DorothY Hamill," "John Denver;" and "Olivia NewtOn,John-" On. the NBC
affiliate, a special "Hallmark of Fame" program,''"The,Disappearance of
Aimee,"Iwas broadcast from 7:00 to 9:00. It -is possible-thatrthese:"specials"
may. have accounted for the greater viewing-by.giris dirin4, the times,, those

edials were broadcast.
r

. The peak period of Niewing-for.both boys 4nd girls in the evenings
generally was observed from 7:00 to althomh. it occurred later for
boYs on Vonday (8:30-9:00--possibly Wlecting the'broadcast,of-"Monday Nite
Footballl and on Wednesday' (8:00=8:30)1

,
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With respect to the total time devoted to television, by day/parts, less'
variation occurred on weekdays between the.boys and'girls.in the late afternoons
than in the evenings. In the latter, with the exception again of Wednesday
night (discussed above), the boys were "heavier consumers."

Effects 'of StUdents' Grade Lex4e1 Upon Viewing

Viewing on Sunday-Thursday scpmbined. In analyzirig the
difference's in

viewing by.children-in successive grade levels, it should be noted that most
of the eleMentary schod44Whicti include fourth,. fifth, andJsixth grades) in
.Wichita "let but" at 4:00'p,m., Whereas the three grades" in the junior high
schools (seventh, eighth and_ninth),are-released'oneAhdur:earker. It is not

,sUrprising, therefore,td Table.,;8t ortionatpy more junior high
students- were viewing from

The elementary schoolt in thhon-Wich t. districts release-their children'
earlier. The times of release range from. .45, to 3:30. Therefore, it is
probable that-the majority 'Of elementaiv's hddl children who reported watching
television from 3:30 to 4:00 were from the on- Wichita school districts. All
junior high schools in SedgOick County. "let, out" sufficiently early to,permit
nely all of their Studentsto watch television by 3:30 if they so dekire,

,
.

. - - 4pw
During the next'fwohalf-hour periods, the percentageofwviewers. in all.:

six grade %levels hovered around- 50 %. From 5:4)0. to 6:00, the famiT:iat":
decline-in viewing was nottd in Table 8 again, probably attributable to the
less popUlar news line-up on theJocal stations. 'A trend is observable in
the incidence of non-viewing during the,late afternoon day/part; the higher
the grade level, the .higher were the,proport.iont,reporting no viewing.at a1/1.

0,
. .

During the "family viewing period, 6;00-8:001 the grade schodlers.
proportionatejytpOtnUMberedthe..juhior high school) during each'half-
hour period.:.-lheretfterthel5attermwas reversed, particularly with respect.
to the)f6Uilfrand,fiftTi;g6ders. Th4Aowr incidence of viewing by grade
schooler*yrobatly'.reflets,inred0hrparentalpressure on these ,children to
cease vieWing;.andAatato sUppOrtthis-conjecture is-presented in the next
chapter:..' , ,

,

,
.

.

The peak peribd for yiewing among all grade levelsoccur'red between 7:00
andli;06,'although. for-the ninth graders. a high,pertentage 'persisted 'until.-
9:00.

.
\

Of interest is the observatiolOfl hat the'olderitilildren, in the.survey__-.
pose in the.ninth grade- -were Mghler'cAUTer*pf:the television diet

A during each lialf-hou.71. Priod :krom 6:.00 to810.111From10:00td midnight,

111)v/ever, proportionately more 'ninth gra7:4e1-A., rted viewing-:,;
r . .

,...::-.-... .

Overallythe percentage?' eporting in:g duringtheeveninbsreilect
4he divisionbetweenelernert. b-....d juni,o 44hool.ciliOdrep,-fie,perentages

: ... being higher for the juni. y.,Z tudetits:
$,,,4,A, \,.,,.. 5'.'

c
.



Table 8

EFFECTS OF AGE AND EDUCATION' (GRADE LEVEL) UPON STUDENTS', VIEWING-

DURING LATE) AFTERNOONS AND EVENINGS BEFORE SCHOOL DAYS

(By half-hour Periods and day. of the week, Sunday through Thursday),

Percentage viewing during each half-hour period--by grade level of the studecits

Sunday-Thursdy Combi ne4 Sunday Monday
5th 6th 4th '7th4th

Reports by 828'

3:30-6:00 pm

3:30-4:00 X5.2%

4:00-4:30 51.7

4:30-5:00 51..9

5:00-5:30 36.5

5:30-6:0b, 43.2

No viewing 18.5

7th 8th 9th , 5th 6th 8th 9th 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th

797 875 844 871 886 180 '168 224. 131

ak).

26.3% 24.5% 55.6% 46.3P43.3% 37:8% 35.7; 35.7%45.8%

50.6 51.3 55.7 53.0 48.4 42.2 43.5 '45,5 45.0

56.7 58.1 49.2, .49.5 44.0 44.4 41.7 46.0 44;.3

38.4 35.9 30'.0 26.1 27.7 39.4 34.5 38.4' 39.7

37.5 36.8 29,1 23.9 24.8 52,8 39.9 39.30,40.5

19.3 24.0 24.5 28.4 32.2 21.2, 33.9 3k6 '32.1

6:00-Midnight 816 782 856v 844 861 ',880 184 170 220 'q130

No viewing 9.7

6:00-6:30 '58.3

15:30-7):00 63.1 .

7:00-7:30 66.1

7 :39 -8 :00 .64.2

!8:d0-8:30 56.1

8:30-9".00 50.1

9:00-9:30 33.3

9:30-10:00 . 25.4

10:00-10:30 12.5

.,'10:30-11:00 6.1

11:00-11:30 3.4

11:30-12:00 2.6

54,1 50.5 40.9 41.2 35.3 71.2 65.9 65.9 62.3

69.2 66,2 57.7 58:1 50.6 71.7 75.3 74.1 65.4

70.8 71.1 63.0 63.4,19:G 71.7 77.1 76.4 69.2

68.7 71.4 60.3 61.3 56.7 71,2 77.1 80.0 56.4

59.8 64.8, 59.5 .58.3 58.3 55.4 ,60.0 65.5 63.8

58..6 63.1 59,2 59,9 58.4. 50.5 58.2 65.9 62:3

43.6 451.6 49.1 56.6 53.5 37.0 44'3 55.0 55.4,

38.7 44.9 44.2 53.0 50.1 27:7 43.5 46.8 52.3

12.1 tM 15.6 1'8.1 22.7 16.8 20.0' 17.7 30.0

5.1 6:3 5.8 10.1 12,6 9.8 9.4 . 9.1 9.2

4,.0, 3, 2.6 5.3 7.2 4.9 9,4 , 6.4 4.6.

2.1 2. 4 1.'7 2.9 4.9 4.3 .6.5 5.0 2.3

9.1 8.1

163 163 169 147

39.3% 35.0% 23,1% 23.1%

39.9 38.7 63.9 56.5

38.7 39.9 59.2 57.8

32.5 38.0 42,6 37.4

35.6 31.7 34,2 42.2

39.940.5 12.4 15.0

160 159 167 146

65.0 58.5 67.'1 53.4

70.6 61.6 ,66.5 '65.8

68.1 69.2 68.9 71.2

65.0 72.3 67.7 64.4

58.1 70.4 61.7.59'.6

58.8 68.9 55.1 58.9

55.6 68.6 38.19' 44.5

49.4 ,66.7 31.7 38.4

17.5 42.8 12.6 10.3

11.3 22.0 7.2. 4.8

13.8 3.0 3.4

6.3 8.8 2.4 2.1

138 213 222 170

34.1% 60.1% 40.5% 50.6%

55.8 54.9 59.5 53.5

534 50.2' 54.5 46.5

26.8 25.4 21.6 25.9

27.5 27.7 22.1 24.7

26.1 20.2 27.5 27.6

132 213 221 169

43.9 38.0 35.7 37.9

63.6 61.0, 54.8:. 48.5

65.2 65.7 65.6 59.8

63.6 65.3:p66.5 56.8

64.4 68:5 68.3 65.1

64.4 67.1 70.1 65.1

48.5 '54.,0 66.5 60.9

40.2 48.4 65.6 58.6

18.2.16.4' 26.7 27.2

11.4:' 7.5 15.8 14.8

5.3 , 1.9 6.8 8.9

2.3 9'0.9. 3.2 5.3

11.2 10.8 6 8.2 8.8 7.3 10.8.10,0 9.4' 4.2.10.3 46 8.9 6.8 10.1

Avg. No. of
y.

1/2-pr Periods**
)

Ntgi

3,30-6:00 ' 2.09 2,10 2.0 .14f 1 1.99 1.88 '2,.17 1.95 2.04 2.15 1.85 1.90 2.32 2.17 2.00 2.20 2.00 2.01

6:00-12:00 4.41 4.88' MT 60 4.88 4.69' 4.92 .5.47 5.68 5.42 5.34 6:24 4.77, 4.77 4.,91 V 5.46 5.09

Includes thoe',,who'did not identify what day.of the, week.was !'yesterday.' co
.

*! Average for each day/part is based,olfthe pull of respondents, including those who didpot'report any Viewing. 90



Reports ,by

3:30 -6:00' pm

3:30-4:00

4:00-4:30

4:30-5:00

5:00-5:30

5:30,6:00

.

Table 8 (toot!d). .

Percenta e'viewin durin eac half-hour eriod--b 'rade level of the stud

Tuesday Wednesday Thursday'

4th 5th '6th 7th '8th 9th 4th 5th 6th 7th '8th 9th' 4th 5th 6th -7th 8th' 9th .

137 . 157 177 201 166 170 201 188 198 162

24.8% 28.7% 15.8% 56.2% 54.8% 39.4% 14.4% 23.9% 17.7% 49%

51.8. 51.0 50.3 57.2 59.0 44.1 55.2 50.0 57.1' 58.6.

54,7 61.1 65.5 48.8 ,,56.0 42.4 51.2 64.4 70.2 48.8°

,38.7 45.2 , 37.9 29.9 2863 25;9 32.8 42.6 35.9 30.2

49.6 35.7 39.5 28.9 21.1 17.6 36.8 35.1 33.8 28.4

viewing 14.6 1,6.,6 17,5.24,9 ,20.5 i4.7 16.4 14.9 14,1 21.6

6:00-Midnight 127 149 175 201 164 .170 197 183 194 162

6:00-6:30 58,3 49.7 44.6

6:30-7:00 68,5 71.1 46.6

7:00-7:30 71.7 69.8 75.4

7:30-8:0p 64.6 71.8 72.6

8:00-8:30 57.5' 62.4 63.4

8:30-9:00 54.7 '57.0 61.1

g:00-,9:30 29,9 39.6 48.0

9:30.:10:00 23.6 33.6 45.1

1Q:00 -10:30 9.4 10.1

10:30-11:00 5.5 3.4 1.71

11:00,11:30 3.1 2.0 1.7

11:30-12:00 1.6 0.7 1.1

33.8 31.7 24.7 50.3 49.7 42.3 36.4'

51.2 56.1 46.5 52.8 62.1:62.4 58.0

63.2 67.1 63.5\ 57.9 63.9 69.1' 59.3

62.2 67.1 59..4 58.9 65.0 69.1 58.0

57.460.4 57.6 56.9 62.3 68.0 58.6

60.2 64.0 55.3 50.8 65.0 61.3 58.0

44.8 51.2 47.6 35.0 47.0 55,2, 56.2

41.8 47.0 42.9 23.9 42.1 47,9 48.8

11.9 14.0 15.3 11.2 9.3 14.4 12.3

:4.0 8.5 5.9 3.0 3.3 5.7 4.3

1.0 4.3 2.9 2,5, 2.2 2.6 2.5

1.0 1,2 1.8 2.0 2.2 0.5 2.5

No viewing :9.4 .8.1 8,6 12.9 11.0 .13,5 14.2 9.3 7.,2 11.1
(

174 144 130 132 131 133 146

47.1% 43.8% 29.2% 18.9% 16.0% 52'.6% 52.1%

46,6 45.8 ,45.4 55,3 48.1 68.4 58.9

43.7 41.7 50.8 60.6 53.4 54.1 53.4

21.8 22.2 28.5 31.1. 36.6 27.8 28,1

21.8 23.6 33.8 35.6 42.7 21.8 19.2'

31.0 28.5 21.5 15.2 23.7 27.1' 22.6

170 144 130 129 128 134 ,146

40,8, 29,2 48.5 5041 48.4 40.3 34.9

60.0 46.5 57,7 72.1 61.7 55.2 49.3

62.9 52.8 60.8 72.9 64.1 58.2 51.4

60.6 53.5 57.7' 64.3 64.8 48.5 43.8

57.6 '56.9 4649 53.5 59.4 45.5 41.8

56.5 59.7 44.6 51.2 60.2 44.8 45.2

,60.6 '58.3 20.0 41.1 47.7 33.6' 43.8

57!6 48.6 16.9 34.1 40.6 28.4 39.0

14,1 18.1 11.5 9.3 6.4 10.4 15.1

, 5.3 10.4 ,5.4 3.9 3.9 4.5, 7.5

2.4' 0 3,8 2.3 1.6 4.5 4.1

1.8 ,3,5 2°i 3.1 3.1 2.2 2.1

11.8 12.3 9.3 7.8 12.7 16.4

Avg. No. of
4

, 0

1/2-hr Periods*

3:30-6:00 ?.02 '2.22 2.10-2.20 2:20,1.70 1.9Q 2.16 2.15 2.26 1.81 1.77 1.88 2.01 1:97 2.19 2.12 1.92

6:00-12:00 4439 4A71 4'89 4.32 4.724.23 4.05 4.74 5,00 4.55 4.80 042 3.76 4.58 4.72 4.76 3.78 3.66

225

45.3%

54.2

46.2

'25.8

20.4

30.2

224

27.7

48.2

50.9

43.8

43.8

44.6

36.6

36.6

12.9

9.8,

5.8

4.9-

22.3

* Acerage for each day/part is based'on:the number of respondents, including those wh'o did'not report any viewing.
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AMong the six grade levels, children in the sixth graderepOrted the
greatest average number'of hours dev6ted to television deify. This resulted
frw their heavier viewing in the evenings. Differences among the, six grades
in the amounts of daily viewing time during the afternoons,were not great.,

Differences in viewing, by day of the week. As Table 8 reveals, on
Sunday the incidence of viewing f 4:00 to 5:00 did rift reach the level
reported on the other four gos. ver,, the, total amount of tima devoted
totelevision was greater on,-,Sand than on the weekdays.

:aN .

Pe evening viewingprofile,0,-each day of the week generally conformed
to,thatobserved,for Sunday - Thursday, mhined. For all grade levels the
peak period.;of viewing commenced at 6:30 except on Tuesday when it began a
half-hour earlier for children in the sixth through the ninth grades. While
the peak period ended at 8:00 for the fourth graders, it occurred later by

'one - half,, to one,and one-half hours for children.in.the upper, grades, varying
slightly by day of the week.

.

,:.,
, f '-`' f

, .
Numerous but minor variations in the viewing' atterns were observed an 0

the weekdays. Someundoubtedly may be attributable to chance fluctuations.
resulting from the comparatively small size of the subsamOles% Others may
reflect the- varying appeals of the programs broadcast. For detailed anailses,
the reader is invited to review Table 8.

, )

The variable of grade level did not'appear to have a y linear effect',..
upon the averagecdaily amount of- time soent watching'television. For examOle,
on threalof the five days, thafOurth and ninth grade students reported the
least amount of.y0ewing. On Monday, however,:the least amount of viewing was
reported by the=sixth graders; on Sunday, the heat viewing was. reported
by the ninthAraders. . ':, .

Effects,of Rae and Residence Upon Viewing

Table 9 presents an analysis of the effects of race and placeof
residence upon the viewing of school children in,fourth through the ninth
grades in the late afternoons and evenings betoWschool days.

Viewing on Sunday-Thursday combined.

Effects of racial, differences. The.variable of race, of course, does
not lend itself to alalyses,of trends. The general profiles of viewing among

,,tbe four' .:listed racdViare quite similar'to those observed dn earlier tables
in this 'chtpterZ b there are isolated differences whiCh Merit attention.

a. 93
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During the ,5:30-6:00 period, Blacks reported proportionately much
greater viewing thdh did those of other racesfollowed in turn by American
Indians, Spanish-Mexicans, and Whites. -This represents atajor departure from
the overall profile discussed'earlfer in which a decline was noted during
this period when all three local network affiliates are carrying newscasts.
Thisfindind is consonant with data which will be reported in a later chapter
on attitudes toward television programs, and which revealed that "local TV
news!' wit selected as "a favorite" by proportionately more Blacks than students
of other races.

ith respect to those reporting no viewing during the late afternoons,
the incidence of non-viewing was highest among Whites, followed in turn .by
American Indians, Blacks,-and Spanish-MexiCans.

In,the,evenings, the peak period of viewing for all races commenced at
6:30. It ended at 8:00 for Whites andtSpanish-Mexicans, and at 9:00 for
Blacks andAmerican Indians. The biggest decline in viewing occurred at
10:00 for all races. However, significantly more Blacks and American India:s,
proportionately, continued to view past 10%00.

Spanish-Americans reported the highest incidence of non-viewing in the
eveningswithslightly more than,one out of seven so reporting.

In the evenings and for the combined day/parts, American Indians reported
the greatest amouht of viewing 'r the five -day period, the daily average
being.slightly over four hours 'ley were followed closely by Blacks, while
both Whites and Spanish-Mexicans reported significantly less viewing.

Oifferencesrby place of residence,. .The hypothesis underlying this
7.teSted7variable was that successive degrees of urbanizations might'reflect.
linear' trends in viewing. That is .49 say,. as me proceed from Wichita '(the.
'big' city") to the small towns--to the,eountry-zto the farm, viewing patterns
might change in some consi'stent fashion. An analysis of the data in Table 9
provides little support for the hypothesis. Apparently, the urban-rural
continuum that I observed in my radio audience survey of the six grades 4i
Sedgwick County thirty years ago is no longer -operational. to the same degree
nor with.the Same .eonSisteney. In fact, only three "trends" were observed.

One trend was in the incidence of viewing from 5:00 to 5:30-1the'more
"urban" the child, the greater' the percentage reporting viewing during that''
period: A reverse trend was noted in the pertentages reporting no viewing
during the afternoons 7.-the.more,"rUral".the child,-the greater the 'pro-
portions so reporting. The.third "trend" was noted in thetombined,per.
'centages reportiliviewing:lrom 10:00 to midnight; the more "urban" the child, ,

the iyeaterthep .portion TpporOng-viewing during that period, but the
differences amongthe feourAOldence.tategories were not great.

For the afternoons and foAlthe combined day/parts, farm children reported
lower average amounts of daily viewing. ,

9 4



Table .9

D RESIDENCE UPON STUDENTS' VIEWING DURING 'LATE AFTERNOONS,

AND EWN1NGS BEFORE SCHOOL DAYS,'SUNDAY-THURSDAY COMBINED
r

Percenta e vi in' durin each half-hour 'eriod -b race and'resideke df thestudentg

. Race , Place.of:Resideite
,

. All , . .,,,
7Spanish- Ameri rj % Count0/

Students* White Black 'l1eilcan '4nd Other, : Wichita Town Non-Farm
I

Reports 6i.. 5103 :4104 583 112 . .12 136 '' ' 3527 792 533

4.

3:30-6:00 pm

3:30-4:00 37.0% 37.6% 34.3

.4:00-4:30 518 51.7 49.9

4:30-5:T0 51.5 50,3 , 54,4

5:00-5:30 32..3 30.2,

5:30-6:00. 32.4 29.7 50.6

, .44

.1
$'

p

25.0% .39.7% " 39.7% '33'.9% 49.7% 40.5% 38.3%

58.0 , 52.9 '57.4 50.7 58.0 51.4 51.9

57.1 63,6 57.4 53.3 48.5 43.2

38.4 41.3 ,36,0' 33.9 '27.7 32%3 25.7

29.5 39.7 .33.8 33.7 28.2 30.2 31.7

No viewing 24.6 .26..4, 16.0 15.2 D f9.0 19.1 1 23.2 26 28.5 31.1
'W

Tr
i

4

6:00-Midnight 5041 4067 563 110 119 135 ii ,' 3478 787' 525 1843'.. *
6:00-6:30

---- 14 --.-.
46,5 45.0 56.0 47.3 520 43.0 45.9 45.4. 51.0 ,47.0

6:30-7:00 6Q.6 60.1 62, 60.9 67. 65.9 60.0 59.8 0 66.1 . . 58

7:00-7:30 65,5 65.1 65.0 k.9 ' 69.7 . 78.5 ' 64.5 65.7 ,' 70.7, 6

7:30-8:00 63.6D. 81,2 60.2 64.5 71.4 a 74.8 '63.6 2 61.6 66.5,' 6

B:00-8:30 , 59.5 . 59.0 60,2 54;5 68.9 66.7 ,, 59.4' 58.7 ,' .4 60.8 61.7
8:3049:00 '58.3, 57.9 58.4 5 8 70.6 63.,7 58.1 59.0'Ai 60.4 55.7
1:0079:30' 48.1 47.0 , 51.5 5 9 63.0 51,9 :48.2 48.0 48.0 47.5
9:30,1.10:00 , 42.9 , 41;8 49:2 40.0 ,, 54,6 , 43.0' 43.5 , 42.4 41.1 37.7

10:00-10:30 , 16.2 ' 14.0 28.4 13.6 '0 26.9 21:5 164 16.6 13,7 ° 11:5
10:30-11:00 7.8 6.3 15.6 9.1 '15.1 10.4 7.9 7.6 7. 6.6

11:30-12:00 2.9 2.2 7.5 3.6 5.0 3.0 3.4 10, 1.5' , 0.5

No viewing 10,4 10!7 8.9 .. 13,6 5.9 10.4 , 10.5 10.9 7.8 12,0
,.

p,
.

i('

Avg. No.-of

1/2-hr _periods** ,

3:00-6:00 g':05 2.00 , 2.32 2.08 2%37 , 2.24 2.05 .212 ,2.02 1.90'

6:00-12:00 4.76 .4,65 , 5.25 4.64 5.76. 5.30 4.75 4.70 4.90 4.73

* Includes. those who did not identify

** Average for each day/part is based on the number of respondents, ]including thOse who did not report any-viewing. 'g.1

,

eir race or place of residence,
s4,
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Differences in viewing, by day of the week.

r66

,Effects of racial differences. For each day of theliVe-day.surVe
week, Tabl? 10 analyzes differences in the incidence and amount of viewing
by race and place'of.residence of the respondents. The subsamples of. AMerican
Indians (121) and.Spanih-Mexiean (112) were too small to provide statistical
estimates of high reliability for these two,,,subsamples, and the data in Table
laprovide only'comparisonS between Blacks and Whites.

During_the.period,of 3:30 to '6:001 proportionately more Blacksthan
Whites reported viewingon Sunday. ' Conversely, proportionately fewer Blaci(\s

rreported no viewing at all on Sunday afternoon, 3:30-6:00. It should be ndted
fthat two of the local commercial stations carried professibnal football games

during these times. Whether'tne,concentration on,this type of,programming
,

would account for,. the significant-differences between Blacks and Whites in the
incidence of their viewing is not known. Oata on student attitudes toward
specific Programs, reported in a later crlapter, reveal that "Monday Nite
Football" was named as "a favorite" by significantly higher proportion of
Blacks than Whites, and preferential. differences may have been manifested in
Blacks' viewing of professional. football -on Sunday afternOon.

On Monday, similar differences Were observed in the periods of 4:30
7:00 and between.9:00 and midnight- - again, proportionately more Blacks
,reporting viewing during. those times. DOring the peak period of-viewing,
from 7:00 to 9:00, no appreciable differences between the two races were
found in the pattern or incidence of viewing.,

On two of the other three days--Tuesday and Thursday, the percentages
of Blacks reporting viewing were consistently higher-than those df Whites
during each half period frOm.5:00 to midnight, with `one exception 7-7:30 to
8 :00 on Thursday.

Wednesday. appeared to be an anomaly; in the sense thit,no major dif-
ference was found between Blacks and Whites in 'the total hourSdevotedto

,television. Moreover, during the peak period half-hours in the 7:30-8:30
time block, higher percentages of Whites.than of Blacks reported that they
watched television. 'The "specials" that were broadcast on both ABC and NBC
affiliates during this period, as discussed earlier, may have been responsible
for these differences to an unknown degree. FrOm.10:00 to. midnight, the-
familiar pattern of greater viewing by Blacks was.observed on Wednesday.

Differences, by place bf residence. The number of farm children in the
sample (183) was too small to provide statistically reliakle estimates of
viewing on each of the five days. Jable 10 compares Wichita with "other
non-farm" children. Few major or consistent differences were noted between.
the two groups. Only two perhaps are Worthy of mention. On each day of the
week, proportionately fewer. children in Wichita%viewed between 3:30 and
4:00 than was the case for "other non- arm" children. As explained earlier:,
most grade school.chldren in Wichita are not released from school until 4:00
P.M. The "other non-farm" children, repOrted:a higher incidence of Viewing
from 6:30 to 10:00 on:Wednesday.

t%



EFFECTS OF RACE A

'AND E

TO1e10

D RESIDENCE UPON STUDENTS' VIEWiNGDURING LATE AFTERNOONS

ENINGS BEFORE SCHOOL DAYS, ,BY DAY OF THE WEEK

A

Report's by.....

Percenta e viewin' durini each half-hour 'eriod- -b ,race and residence of the students

Sunday-Thursday Combined

Race Residenbe

Other

White Black Wichita ;Non-Farm

4104 583

; \
3:30-6;00 pm

31.6% 34.3%

4:00.4:30 51.7 49.9

4:30 -'5 :00 50.3 54,4.

5:00-5:30 30.2 43:2

5:30.6:00 29,7 50.6

No viewing 26.4 16.0

6.:00-Midnight 4067;' 563

6:00-6:10 45.0 56.0

6:30.7:00 60.1 62.2

7:00-7:30 65.1 65.0

7:30.8:00 63.5 60.2

8:00-e:30 59,0 60.2

8:30-9:00 57,9 58.4

9:00-9:30 47.0 51.5

9:30.10A0 41.8 49.2

10:00-10:30 14.0 28.4

10.3011:00 6,3 15,6

11:00.11:30 3.3 10.3

11:30-12:00 2.2 7 5

No viewing 10.7 8.9

4vg No, of
hr. periods*

3:3Q -6:00 1.99 2-.32

6:00-12:00 4.65 5,25

3527

33,9%

50.7

53:3

33.9

33.7

23.2,

3478

45.9

60.0

64.6 .

63,6

'59.4

58.1

48.2

43.5

16,4

7.9

4

3 4

1 i,5

.2.05

4.75

Race

White

SOnday_,_

Residence;,;

Moniay

Race , Rgjdence

'Other

,Non-FarM White' Black Withita(Ndn7Dr0

'46,0%

,55.3

1

:29.5

,.27,2

1325 829 115 ;650- 317

48.2

2910

35.6% 52.2%

39.8 X57 .4

39.9 59,1

34.6 54.8

37.5 67.8

38.2 16.5

35.5 %'

41.7

42.5

36:9,

41.7

36,0

42.0%

:44.5

44.2

.38.8

39.4,

33.1

1312 X825 113 643 316 /

47 64.4 71,7 64.9 64.6

3 70.7 69.9 68.9. 72.2 /

67'.7. , 72.7 66.1 71.4 73.1 /

63.6 1)3.1 63.7 72.8 71;5/

59.5 60.6 .66.4 63.6 6O.'.

59.5 58,8 65.5 61.3 60.4

48.0 50.1 54.9 54.3 48.7

41.9 45.5 54.0 49.9 43.4,

15.5 22.3 31,9 .23.3 23,,,7y

7.5 10.3, 19.5 12.8 9.2

i3.6 6.8 15.9, 9.0 5,7

;1.8 '4.4 14.2 7.0 3.5

'9''7 9.5 8.0 8.7 8.5

2.08 1'.88 2.91 1.98 2,09

4.79 5,40 5.94 5.60 536

843 115
t

713 300,'

40.3% 38.3% 36.9% 48.7%u

57.8 53.9 56i1.0 61.0

51,7 53.9 55.4. 50.3

26.7- 39.1 ) 32.5 23.3

?7.6 46.1 33.2 24.3

/

23.6 12.2' 19.6 27.3

831 110 702 300

42.5 51.8 43,7 43,7

58.4 61.8 59.3 60.0

65.5 65.5 65.7 66.7

62.8 63.6 66.1 60.7

64.3 65.5 64.7 65.0

63,7 61.8 63.7 64.3

51.7 56.4 53.1 53.7

47.6 51.8 49.3 46.7

16.4 30.0 19.1 18.7

'9.0 18,2 9.8 11.7

3.7 '8,2 5.3 4.0

2.5 3.6 ,2.8 2.3

8.8 6.4 8.0 9.3

'2'.04 2.31 ., 2.14 2.08

.4.88. 5.38 5.03 4.97

AOhage for eac,

90

day/part is based,on the number of respondents, including those who did'not report any viewing. /
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/Table 10 (cOnt'd)

EFFECTS OF RACE AND RESIDENCE UPON\STUDENTSIVIEWING DURING LATE, AP7RNOONS

AND EVENINGS BEFORE SCHOOLDAYS,BY DAY, OF THE WEEK

Tuesday Wednesday

Reports by

3130-6:00 pm

3:30-4:00

4:00-4:30

4:30-5:00

5:00-5:30

5:30-6:00

No 'viewing

Race

Waite Black

799 132

39.7% 26.5%

52.6 49,2

52.9 59.1

31.2 44.7

28.0 50.0

23.5 17.4

Residence Race

Other

Wichita Non-Farm

743

34.3%

51,8

57.1

35,0

32.2

20.1

6::00-Midnight

6:00-6:30

,6:30-7:00

7:00-7:30

7:30-40

8:.00-8:30

8:30-9:00

9:00-9;30

9:30-10A0

10:00-10;30

10:30-11:00

11:00-11:30

11:30-12:00.

No viewing,

Avg. No. of

-hr periods*

3:30-6:00

16:00-12:00

785

36.6

56.9

67.3

65.2

59.2

56.8

.42.3

38.0

9.7

3.3

1.0

0.3

127

53.5

68.5

68,5

68.5

62.2

63.8

53,5

52,0

25,2

12.6

9.4.

7.1

11,5 7.9....

726

38.7.

59.2

69.0

66.3

58.7

56.7

43.1

39.9

12.5

4.8

2.8

1.7

11.0. . .....

White

Thursday

'Residence .; Race V- Residence

Other Other

Black Wichita .Non-Farm White Black Wichita Ion-Farm

227 852 126 ,

49.3% 34.5% 23.0%

54.6 53.5 43.7

47.1 54.8 47.6

30.0 30.5 37.3

21.1 43.7 28.2

26,0 21.5, 75.1

14023
,

844 118 (

50.8.41.0

57.4. 57.7 51.7

66.4 61.1 61.9

65,9 62.1 54.2

'63.2 4 62.6 49.2

61.9 61.0 62:5

48.0, 46.6 52.1

39.9 42.4 44.2

9,4 10.1 29.7

4.9 3.3' 153

1.8 1,2 10.2

0.0 1,1 5,9°

'9.4 10.0 10,2

'1 789

1

28.1%

50.2

55.3

33.5

31.1

1 20,4

1 42.9

57.1

1. 60.1

k 5 .7

15.3

49:2

41.8

13.4

5.5

j 3.1

2.3

11.0
MU..MmftO.MbliMimMam.IR

2:04 2.30, 2.10 2.10 ,

437 5,45 4153 4.60 ,

2.02 1:95 1.98

4.5$ 4.64. 4.54

7.7

236 747

50.0%

'61.9

53.0.

28.0

28:8

18.-6

37.9%

54.9

51.9

27.7

26.4

25.3

14.6
.........

233 742

42.9; 38.8

60.5 56.3

67.0 58.5

62.2 53.1

62.2 46.5

64.4 47.3

58.4 36.7

51.5 32.2

12,4 10.8

4.7 5.4

1.7 3.5

0.9 2.8.

2.22 ''2.00

4 p9 3.92

93

34.4%

46.2

51.6

39.8

44.1

19.4

609 233

36.6% 39.5%

54.3 55.4

55.7 45.1

31.5 25.3

30.9' 21.5

20.7 29.6

93 608

50.5 40.3

57.0 55.9

61.3 55.9

47,3 50.3

57,0 49.0

53.8 50.0

44.1 40.3

44.1 36.5

24.7 14.5

12.9 7.1

, 7.5 4.1

6.5 3.8

1.12A

V.

228

40:4,

57.9

63.9

'54.8

43.9

43.3

28.1

25.0

7.9

3.9

3.1

1.3

14.3 14.5

2,16.

' 4.67'

2.09 1.87

4:08 3.73

* Average for each day/part Is based on the'n ber of respondents, inclGding those who did, not report any viewing.
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Effects of ,the' Number of Sets in the Ho e Upon' Viiwing,

One 'hypothesis advanced in development of this study was thatqhe
numBerbf,sets in the home migh hav ome effect upon. the iOcidencd and
amount ef.chqdren's.viewing, A re iew of the ,literature, 'briefly provided
in ChapterI, indicated-that children of the ages included. in this study seldom
-control the selection of programs. Pre-QmptiOn.of the set by parents or older,
siblings, espeery'in single-set homes, should restrict a child's choice to
one,'of viewing o not viewing. In-multiple-set :homes, on the other hand,:
it was thebrized that children would have more choice among a variety of,
programs Two-thirds of'the children contacted in'the survey reportdd that
there Te two or more sets in their hoMes. ,

BaSed on the reports of all respondents, there was some evidence to,
support the hypothesis adva ed above. An inspection of Table11 reveals
that differences between ch ldren in single-set homes and. those in-multiple-.
set homes.were minor with respect to viewing in the late afternoons. In the
evenings, however, from 8:00 to midnight, a slight."trend" was noted--the-
greater the.number of nets in the home, the greater were'ethe.percentages who
reported viewing. In addition, duriQg the evenings and for the combined day/
,parts the amount ofviewing (average number of hours devoted -'tq television)
was greater among.children,in homes with multiple sets..

The effects of racial differences. In White homes, the effect of ultiple
set availability was\not noticeable before the end of the "family viewing g
period" (8:00). Thereafter, greater percentages of children from multiple-
set homes than from single-set homes report0 viewing teleOsion. After
10:00, however, the effect was more noticeable 'for children in homes with
three or more sets.,

In contrast, Table 11 reveals that for Black child-ren, multiple-set
availability jiad no consistent nor marked effect before10:30.

.)

Differences, byiolade'of residence. rAn examination of Table 11 reveals
no consistent-pattern Withrespect to multiple -set availability among the
three residencd categories:and no major differences were noted'among.the
proportions reporting viewing in the afternoons.

In the evenings, the incidence of viewing in multiple- setihomes in
Wichita was grater than imosingle-set homes from 6:30 to 10:00. Thereafter,'
heavier viewing-occurred on y in homes with three or more sets-,

In towns,c)ihe ef6ct of multiple sets in 'the home Was not noticeable
until Ibe period of °8:30 -9:Q0. Thereafter,.as was the case for children in .

WichitY, the percentages repbrting viewing were higher among the in homes
with multiph sets.

c

In the "country/farm" category, multiple -set availability appeared to
contribute to proportionately more viewing duririehalf-hour periodsin the
8:00 to 10:00 block. From-10:00 to 10:30, children in homes with three, or
more sets reported a significantly greater incidence of viewing. 1.

1+,
1.



Reports

3;30-6:00 pm

3:30-4:00

. 4:00-4:30

4:30-5:00

5:00-5:30

5:30-6:00

No viewing

.4

6:00-Midnight

6:00-6:30

6:30-7:00

7:00-7:30

7:30 -8 :00

B400-8:30

t 8:30-9:00

9:00-9:30

9:30-10:00

, 10:00-10:30

10:30-11:00

11:00-11:30

/ 11:30-12:00

No viewing

Avg. No.: of

1/2-hr Periods*

3:30-6:00

6:00-12:00

Table 11

EFFECTS OF TH,E NUMBER OF SETS IN THE HOME STUDENTS' VIEWING IN LATE AFTERNOONS

AND EVENINGS BEFORE SCHOOL DAYS--BY RACE, AND RESIDENCE OF STUDENTS

All students

No. of sets

Race o

White Black

No. of sets NO. of sets

3+

173 1130

1 2 3+ 1 2 3+ 1 2

1640 2158 1233 1317 1767' 969 170 'l225

A

33.4% 38.1% 40.1% 34.4% 38.5% 40.0% 28.2% 36:4%

49.5 53.3 52.6 49.9 52.9 52.3 43.5 55.1

49.8 53,4 51.3 49.1 51.7 50.4 48.8 63.1

32.4 32.7 32.0 30.1 31.1 29.3 45.3 44.4

34.6 31.2 31.9 32.0 29.3 27.8 52.9 48.0

24.9 24.1 24.2 25.9 25.9 27.1 21.2 1?.4

1612 2142' 1217 1300 1757 960 165 218

48.1 45.4 46.3 46.5 44,3 44,4 57.0 5i6.4

58.8

64.0

62.0

67.5

61.5

64.9

58.8

64.0

.61.4

66,9

60.4

64.2

58.2

61.2

66.1

69.3

63.8 63.9 63.7 63.5 63.5 64.0 60.0 63.8

57.8' 60.3 64 57.3 59,6 61.5 57.6 62.8

54.2 ,59.6 62.5 53.8 59.1 62.5 54.5 61.0

43.5 49.4 53.0 41.8 48,7 51.8 52.1 51.8

38.3 43.5 49.0 37.2 42.4 47.7 48,5 50.9

14,3 15.1 20.6 12.5 12,9 18.0 29,1' 28.0

6.7 7.0 10.4 5.6 5.7 8.2 12.7 15.6

3.5 4.0 6.5 2.8 3.1 4.3 6'.7 9.6

2.4 2.7 4.2 2.0 2,2 2.7 4.8 6.9

11.5 9.5 , 9.6 11.5 10.0, 10.2 11.5 6.0

240 2.09 2.08 1.95 2:03 2.00 2.19 2.47

.4.55 4.,80 5.04 4.46 4.70 4.90 5.02 5.42

Residence

Wichita Town

1

No. of sets No. of sets

39.9% 29.5%

50.3 48.1

51.4 51.2

41.0 34.6

51.4 35.8

13.9 24.0

167

,55

62.9

65.3

57.5

61.1

61.1

53.9

50.9

29.9

19.8

15.6

11.4

7.8

1110

47.2

2

62 1

63 2

57.5

° 54,1

43.5

38.9

15.0

7.5

3,9

3.0

11.6

2,34 1.99

5.45 4.53

2 ' 3+ 1 2 3+

1452 891 262 365 156

34.6% 38.6% 50.0% 49.3% 51.3%

2.3 51.5 56.1 60.3 58.3

6.0 52.5 47.7 49.0 50.6

4.2 33.0 27.5 28.2 28.2

'32.6 33.1 32.1 25.2 29.5

22.3 22.8 21.8 .28.2 26.9

1437 878 258. 366 155

45.7 44.9 46.9 42.9 49.7

62.2 60.7, 58.1 60.4 62.6

66.8 64.7 64.7 68.6 61.9

64.0 64.0 62.4 62.6 60.0

60.6 61.0 60.1 57.9 61.3

59,6 61.6 '58.5 57.9 64,5

49.8 2.5 43.4 49.'2 54.8

44.0 49.4 36.0 44.3 5P.0

15.3 20.0 11,6 16.7 25.2

6.9 10.0' 5.0 7.7 11.6

4.1 7.1' 3.1 3.0 5.8

3.1 4.7 1.6 1.4 3.9

9.6 9.8 11.2 10.1 11.0

2.10 2.09. 2.13 2.12' 2.18

4.82 5.01 4.52 4.72 5.12

Country/Farm

No, of sets

1 2 ,3+

223 311 174

36.3% 42.8% 39.7%

51.6 50.8 53.4

48.0 46.0 46.6

29.1 31.2 31.6

31.4 31.2 28.7

31.8 28.0 27,6

220 308

54.5 46.1 51.2

67.7 61.7 64.5

73;6 68.8 69.2'

70.5 65.3 65.7

57.7 60.4 66.3

50.9 60.7, 66.3

45.0 46.4 54.1

38.6 39.0 44.8

14.5 11.7 19.8

5.5 6.2 10.5

2:3 3,9 3.5.

0.5 1.9 , 1.2

10.0 9.1 5.8

496 2.02 2.00

4.81 4.7,2 5.17

* ATag(for each..day/pa&is based on the number of respondents, including. those who did not report:any viewing:
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\7.1

Differences by grade level. Data in Table 'Andicate that only among'
fourth grade childrenAid the availability of multiple sets appear to have
an effect in the afternoon. From 4:00 to 6:00, the percentages of children
-viewing in homes wit multiple sets were slightly higher than those of
children in single set homes, bqt the-differences-wervot great for any
half- hquripgriod.

In the evenings, however, the.effect of multiple-sets i -n the hgpire was
more noticeable. Amqng the fourth and fifth graders, proportionately more
from multiple-set homes reported viewing from 6:00 to 10:00 during each half-

',hour period. In most instances during that time block, the trends tended
'to be linear--the gfeater the number of sets, the greater the 'percentage
viewing, although the differences were not always great. ),,

In the middle (sixth and seventh) grades, no "trends" as such were
identifiable. However, from 8:00 to midnight greater incidence of viewing
was reported by those in multiple-set homes.

In. the upper grades (eighth and ninth) differencg attributable to
multiple-set availability generally were not great, and those that did occur .

were-noted after 10:00. In the case of the eighth graders, the differences
appeared to be."trends"--the greater the n }Jmber of sets, the higher the
incidence of viewing. In the ninth grad , only tho'se in homes with three
or more sets reported proportionately rre viewing-after,10:00.

'NW
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Table 12

EPFEtT OF THE NUMBER OF SETS IN THE HOME ON STUDENTS' VIEWING IN LATE AFTERNOONS,

AND EVENINGS BEFORE SCHOOLDAYS-BY GRADE LEVEL OF STUDENT `-

4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th rade . 8th Gr4ade '9th Grade't\

No. of sets No. ,of sets- No: of sets No. seas No. of sets No. Af sets

2 3+ '1 2 3+ 1 2 3+ 1 + 1 2 ,3+ I 3+
Reports by 32 345 136 260 362 163 324 354 189 251 348 233 53, 358 2150 223 390 261

3:30-6:00 pm

3:30-4:00 23.1% 31.3% 16.9% 26.5% 25.7% 28,2% 24%11 24.6 %.24.3% 47.8% 57.5% 61.4% 46.6% 46.1% 46,41 39.0% 43.6% 46.0%

4:00-4:30 46.2 55.1 55.9 50.4 51.1 49.7' 49.1 55.6, 47.6 51.8 57.2 58..4 56.1 50.8 53.6 43.'9 50.5 49.8

4:30-5:00 48.0 55.7 55.9 52.7 57,2 63.8 55.9 60.7 56.1 45.4 52.9 48.5 48.6 50.0 50.4 46.2 45.1 .41,1

5:00-5:30 35.0 37,7 41.2' 39.6 42.9 34.6 37.3 35.4 23.9 33.0 32.6 30,4 24.9 23.2 29.1' 28.5 26.1

5:30-6:00 42.2 44,9 43.4/ 41.9 .3 38.0 38.6 34.2 38.6 27,9 27,9 33.0 25,3 22.3 24.8 27.4 24.11 ,23,0
A

No viewing 19,1 418.8 14,0 18.8 20.2 17.8 25.0 21.8 '25.4 29.9 23.0 20:6 27.3 28.8 28.4 32.3 31.0 31.8

6:00-Midniglit 3235 343 133 254 357 159 316 345. 188 249 351 1P31 247 359 245 233 386 260'

6:00-6:30 57.3' 57.7 65.4 5 5 53.8 56.0 50.6 50.1 50.0 42.6 37.6 44.2a 39.3 42.9 41.6 41.3 32.1 34.6

6:30-7:00 59.1 65.9 69.9 5.4 71.4 71.7 60.4 70.7 67.'6 57.0 56.1 61.5 56.3 59.1 58.8 53.4 50.8 49.2

7:00-7:30. 61.9 68.5 73.7 68,1 71.4 74.2, 66.1 77.4 67:0 61.4 65.2 63.2 63.2 65.7 60.8 62.8 57.5, 58.8(

7:30-8:00, 61.0 65.3' 71.4 405.7 69.5 72.3 69.0 75.4 67.0 59.0 61.0 61.9 63.6 61.6 5 6 63.7 52, '57,7

8:004:30 51.4 56.6 68.4 58.3 59'.'9 64.2 61.4 68.4 64.4 57.8' 61.5 59,7 59.5 58.8( 58 59.2 56.7 60.0

44,1 51.0 63.2 54.7 59.7 63,5 55.4 69.0 65.4 53.8 62.4 61.9 59.9 5937 62.4 59.2 56.7 60.4

9:!00-9:,30 29.7 32,9 45.9 38.2. 44.5' 51.6 46.5 t5.4 53.7 45.4 51.0 50.6 55.1 55.7 60.8'50.7 56.2 51.9

9:30-10:00 23.824.2 33.1 33,15 3.2 48.4 ,38.9 49,0 48.4 37.3 46.'7 48.1 53.0 49.3 59.2 48.4 51.6 '49.2

10:00-10:30 12.4 10.5 '18.8 10:2 11.2 17.6 13.3 15.7 18.6 16.1 13.1 181 14. 16.4 24.9 21.1 22.5 22.7

10:30-11:00 6.5 5.0 8.3 3.1 5.3 7.5 5.7 6.1 8.0 6.8 5.1 6.1 7.7 9.2 14.3 11.2 10.9 15.0

11 :00-11:30 3.7f 2.3 , 6.0 2.8 3.4 7.5 2.8 4.1 4.3' 1,6 3.1 3,01 4.0 5. 5.4 10.4

11:30-12:00 2.8 2.0 3.8 0.8 3.1 5.7 2.2 2.3 3.2 0.8 2.0 2.2 2,8 2.5 3,7 4.9 4.1 6.2

o

No viewing, 10.5 8.7 6.0 10.6 8.7 6.9 , 9:2 5.2 10.1 6..0 7.7 10.0 13.4 9.5 9.8 12.1 13.7 13.1

Avg No. of.

4
t.

,.,

h-hr Periods* ',\ 1, h

3:30-6:00 1.95 2.25 2.13 2.11 2.04 2.23 2.02 2.12 2.02 1.97 2.28 '2.342.07 1.94 1.98 1.8 1.93, 1A6

6:00-1210 4.15 4.42 5.28 4.54 4.92 5.40 4.73 5.44 5.18 4.40 4.65 4.81 4.79

a

4.86 5.11 4 2

\ , ,

4,56 4.76

i

* Average for each day/part is based on the numb6,of,spondents, including those who did not repOrt any vie ).

i
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STUDENTS' REPORTS OF TIMES IN THE EVENING WHEN

THEY MUST STOP.WATC,HING TELEVISION

In question #9 on the questionnaire, students were asked" if they were
"usually required to stop watchi g televisibn at any special time" on
nights before-school days. If t e answer was ."yes," they were further asked
to "check" the hour or hal.t,hou that was the closest to that time Similar_
questions were asked about qi is

the
non-school days, e.g., Friday and

- Saturday nights.. (See page' of the questionnaire in AppendixiC:)

It must be remembered that these questions Solicited,,the students'
perceptions of the guidantezi-eceiVed.at home with respects to the times beyond
which they are usually requg-71to ceaseviewing televivion. In Chapter VII,
these perceptions will Se c ared with parental reports. z.

The data presented ,ig this-chapter do not prow he reasons or bases
for t e requirements to cdaseviewing television at specified time Such
jnight include the.need or requirement for study, "ho ework," sleep, family
cti in the home,_types of pro rams available after the "Ta-Mily viewing

d,'" etc. \
To avoid overly,eepetitious us of the tengthy phrase "the tir beyond

:which ,tudents are not permitted to,v4ew television," a s rter tern(, "cutoff
time" 'will be substituted therefor. I could have opted "sign off,"
but the latter freqUently has a specific broadcasting- nnotation, Ve., the

',time when stations cease t7nsmissions.

Reports of,W Respondents'.

.

Cutoff times on.nights before school days. By the half-hour from
6:00 P.M. to midnight, Table 13 analyzes the cutoff times reported by all
_respondents. The four times most:frequently:specified were 10:00, 9:00,
10:30, and 9 :30--in that order-allof which, 'of course, occur after the'end,
of the "family viewing period" (8:00 P.M. in the Central time zone), In
fact, less,than one percent reported any limitation before the elid of /r
that period. )

.1' assist the reader, a cmMultive percentage column haS bebnacidedfor;
each response category.- TO illustrate, considerwthe 10:00 P.M.-cutciff time,
the cumUlative'oercentage for which is 69.5%. This means that by ,:including
that Cutoff time slightly overs30%f the students still had not reported..
any limitations on their-times of viewing. By midnight or later there.
were still 15.3%, or slightly less than one`of seven, who reported no time
restrictions.

73
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Table 13

l'IME0f-THE EVENING BEYOND WHICH STUDENTS ARE NOT PERMITTED TO VIEW TELEVISION'

r (As reported by students in the fourth through the ninth' grade ;),

-Beforp Scjol. ,,.),

Days
Percentages 'reporting tines they, must stop watching television-by

All. Students* fourth Grades fifth Grade Sixth Grade

'

grade level of the student

Seventh Grade Ei hth Grade Ninth Grade

Must stop at:'

--
t2

,6:11i' ,
,

6:31 '

7:00

7:30

8:00

8:30 ,,

9:00

9:30,....,

10:00

10:30...

11:00

11:30

12:00+

,No limitation

(5064) '

% Cum %

0.2 0.2% '

0.1 0.3 \

.02 . 0.5 \

0.3 0,8
2.8 36//
5 .8 .4

18:9, 28,3

8.6 36.9

32.6 , 69.5

9.13 79.4.

2.7 82.1.

1,5 83.6`.

1.1 84.7 .

15:3 100.0

(60)
% Cum %

0.4 0.4

.0.5. 0.9

0.6* . 1.5

0.9 2.4 ,

7.4 9.8

15.8 25:6

29.9 55.5

10.3 65.8

17.7 83.5'

,4.4. 87.9

1.5 .89.4 .

1.9 91.3

0.6 ,. 91.9

8.1 100.0

(784)\

% Cum %

0.1 0.1

0.1 0.2

0.6 % 0.8

0:3'. 1.1

4.0 5.1

9.1 14.2',

28.3 42:5

10.7 53.2

27.4 80.6

'6.6 87.2

1.5 .88.7

0.5 89,2.

1.4 c -90.6

9.3 '19.9

(862)

% Cum %

0.3 0.3

0.1 0.4

. 0.2 0.6

0.2 0.8

2:7 . 3.5

5..3 8:8

24.5 33.3

10.0 43.3

34.5 17.8

7.4 2 85.2

1.,3' 286:5

1.3 -1787.8

1.0 88.8

11.0 39:8

(840)

% Cum %

0.2. 0.2.

- 0.2

0.2

0.2 0:4

1.4 1.8

3.0 4.8

16.8 21.6

11.9 33.5

37.7 71.2

9:5 80.7 .

2.0 82.7

1.8 84.5

0.7 85.2

14:6 99.8

866.

% Cum %

11 1%4

1.5 2.9

10.6 13.5

5.1 18.6

42.3 60.9

14.3 75.2

4.0 79.2

1.6 80.8

1.3 82.1'

17.9 100.0

(887)

\
% Cum %

0.2 0.2

0.2

, 0.2

. - 0.2

0.2 0.4

0.9 1.3

°. 5.1 6.4

4.2 10.6

34.6 45.2

16.6. 61.8

5.9 67.7

1.6 69.3

1.6 70.9

29.2 100.1

Before Non-

School-Days , . (5082)

Must-,stop"at,:

6:00, 0.2 0.2

6:30' 0.1. ,03
7:00 0.1 0.4

'1:30 0.1 0.5

8:00...., Q.5 1.0

8:30 0:9 '1.9

9i00 2.3 4.2

9:30::.:,. . 1.1 5.3

10:00 6.8 11:3

10:30 .2.4 13.7

11:00 1.8 15.5

11:30.,t 2.2 17.7

:12:000'- 9.3- 27.0

No limitation 72.9 99.9

'6312)

(4.k ,0.6

0.4N 1.0

0.2 1.2

0,1 1.3

1.6 2.9

2.1 5.0

5.9 10.9

2.1 13.0

9.1 22.1

2.6 24.7

a2.8 27.5

4.2 31.7

14.8 46.5

53.4 99.9

(787)

ir

(872) (849) (866`,.----' (895)

n

'0.3 9.3 , 0.1 0.1 0:2 0.2 - 0.1 0.1
0.1 b.4 .2.0.1 0.2 0.2, 0.1 0.1 0.1

..0.1, 0.5. '- 0.2 0.2 0.2. 0.3 0.1
- . 0.5 0 2 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.3 0.1
0,8, 1.3 0.8 1.0 0.1 0.7. 0.3 - 0.1
1.1'' 2`:4 1.4 2.4 0.6 1.3 0.2 0.5 0.1 0.2

'2.22.2

5,7
7.9

,2.1

1.5

4.5.

6.0,

1.9

0.6

3.2

3.8

'0.3

0.3

0.8

1.1

0.4

0.1

0.6

0.7
8.4 16.3 9.4 15.4 4.8 8.6 2.5 3.6 2.2 2.9
4.2 20.5 2.5 17.9 2/1 11.3 1.5 .5.1 1.0 3.9
2.7 23.2 2,4 20 :3 1.1 12.4 1.0 6.1 1'.2 5.1
1'.8 -25.0 3.0 23.3 2.1- 14.5 1.2 7.3 TO 6.1

1Z.1 37:1 10.2 ,33.5 8.4 22.9' 64 13.7 4.9 11.0
63.0 100.1 66.6 100.1 7.7.2 100.1 86.1,,, , 99.8 88.8 99.8

0(j inclpdes thice who Ui4not identify their grade level.



Cutoff times on nights before non - schooldays. As might be expected,
the cumulative incidence of clitff times was much lower throughout most of
the evening than was. the case for nights before.school ,days.

. thewere still nearly 90% whO'reported no limitations. The most frequently
mentioned cutoff time was "midnight or later,".9.3% of all respondents so
reporting.

Variations Attributable fo Grade Levels of the Stueni)s
k

75

Table 13 also, presents the percentages of students in each of the six
grades who responded to the questions on cutoff times.

Cutoff time on nights before school days. For'the fourth and fifth
graders, 9:00 P.M..was the most frequently cited cutoff time. For the older
students -those in the sixth thrOugh the ninth 'grades--the most frequently
reported cutoff time occurred one hour later.

In the analyses. of the responses by grade levels, definite trends were
observable. For any given hour or half-hour from 8:00 P.M. to midnight, the
higher the grade level, the lower was the cumulative percentage reporting
specific cutoff times. Similarly, above the. fifth grade, the-higher-the grade
level, the greater.was the percentage who reported no prescribed cutoff,
times. In the case of the ninth grade students', approximately three of ten
reported no limitations placed on them with respect to cutoff times.

Cutoff times on nights before non-school days. Again the effects of the
comRound variable of grade level'--reflecting both age and education--were
observableon the cutoff times on nights before non-school days. The same
,trends noted for nights before school days occurred on nights befol-e non-
school days, although. to a lesser degree. The higher the grade level, the
lower washe cumulative percentage reporting cutoff times for any given hour
or half-hour, and the higher was the percentage reporting no limitations.

For the fourth graders who apparently received the greatest "guiddnce,"
nearly fifteen per cent reported a cutoff time' of "midnight or later," and
over fifty per cent reported no liMitations whatever. In the case of the
older students--specifically, those in the ninth grade--nearly nine of ten
reported no limitations.

Variations Attributable to the Sex of the Children

1

An analysis was:made of the frequency of the cutoff times. reported by
boys and girls, based Oh the hypothesis that greater guidance might be
provided to one of the two sexes. Table 14 reports the results Of that analysis.
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EFFECTS OF GRADE LEVEL AND $ X UPON TIMES OF THE EVENING BEYOND

'WHICH STUDENTS ARE' NOT PERMITTED TO VIEW T VISION

Percentages reporting.times they mustltop watching_ televi ion--by grade level and' sex of the student "I

Before School , 4tWth Grades 6d4th Grades 8th-9th Grades

Days Bois , 'Girls 4 1 Boys ids Boys Girls

(821). .

Must stop 'at: %' Cum% : % Cum% '%

(784)! , (837)

6:00, 0.4 0.4

0.6 1.0

0.1 0.1.

0.1

,7:00 0.7 1.1 ' 0.5 0.6

7:30 0.5 2.2 0.6. '1.2

8:00 4.4 6.6 7.1 ,8.3

810 10.6 17.2 14.5 22.8

9:00 27.8 45.0, 30.6 53.4

9:30 12.1 57.3 8.7 62.1

10:00 21.6 78.9 23..3 85.4

10:30 6.9 85.8 4.0 89.4

1 11:00 1.6 87,4' 1.4 90.8'

11:30 1.2 88.6 1.0 91.8

12:00+ 1.3 89.9 6.6 92.4

No limitation 10.0 99.9 1.4 99.8

Before Non-'

School Days (811) (786)

Must stop at

( 6:00 0.4 0.4 0.4 0,4

6:30

7:00
,

0.2 0.6

- 0.6

0.3 0.7

0.4' . 1.1

710 0.1 0.7, - 1.1

8.00

8:30

1.0 1,7 I

).2 2.9

(
1.4 2,5

2.0 4.5 ,

9:00 3.1 6.0 6.2 )10.7

9:30 1.2 7:2 '3.1 13.8

10:00 8.4 15.6 9.2 23.0

10:30 2.7 18.3 '4.1 27.1

11 :00 2.3 20.6 3.1 30.2,

11:30 2.0 22,6' 4.1 34.3

12:004, 15.8 38,4 11.1 45,4

No limitation 61.4 99.8 54.8 '100.2

(855) ' (885) (852)

Cum 4 ..Curd I Cum% % Cum%

-

0.1 0.1

0.2' 0.3

2.3 2.6

4.4 7.0

19.5 26.5

.10.0 36.5

36.1 72.6

8.5 81.1

2.0 83.1

'2.0 85.1

1.4 86.5

13.4 99.9

0.6 0,6 0.2 0.2

0.1 ,0.7 0.2

0.1 . (1.8 0.2

1.2 1.0 0.2

1.9 2.9 0.8 0.8 0.7 0.9

4.0, 6.9 1.2 2.,0 1.1 2.0

21.8 28.7 8.6 10.6 6.9, 8.9

11.8 40.5' 4.2 14.8' 5.0 13.9

36.3 76.8 36.2 51.0 40.1 54.6

.8.4 85.2 16.6 67.6 14.3 68.9

1.3 86.5 5.2 72.8 4.8 73.7

0.9 81.4. 1.9 14.1 1.3 15.0

0.2 81.6 1.5 70.2 1.4 16.4

12.4 100.0 23.8 100.0 23.4 79.8

(841) . (864) (889) ,(858)

0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 - 0.1 01

S0.1 0.1 , 0.3 0.1 0.2

. 0.1 - °0.3 ., 0.2 0.4

0.4 0.5 -, 0.3 - - .0.4

0.4 .0.9. 0.6 0.9 ,
0.4

0.9 1.81 " 1.0 1.9' 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.6

2:5 4.3 '1.5 3.4 0.4 0.5 0.3 '0.9

1.4 5.1 0.1 4.1 0.3 0.8 0.1 1.0

6.5 12.2 7.9 12.0 2.5 3.3 2.1 '3.1

12.0 14.2 3.1 15.1 1.3 4.6 1.2 , 4.3

0.9 15.1 2.5, 17.6 1.3 5,9 0.9, 5.2

'2.2 11.3 2.8 20.4 1.0. 6.9' 1.2 6.4

11.5 28.8 6.9 :27.3 7.1 14.0 4.1 10.5

11.1 99.,9 12.6 ,,, 99.9 .85.8 99.8 89.4 99.9.
,
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Cutoff times on nights before school days. From 6:00 to 7:30.P.M., in
the fourth and fifth grades; boys recorded a greater,jncidence of parental
guidance on.cutoff times., although differences between the, sexes were not
great. From 8:00 P.M. toimidnight,,however, the reverse was true, with a
higher cumulative percentage of girls at each'hour and half7hour reporting

.

prescribed cutoff times.'

In,the middleArades (sixth and seventh), the pattern waasimilarfrom
9:00.P,M. on, the Cumulative percentages reporting cutoff tim5k being.high
for gips..

In the upper grades (eighth and ninth); the differences between the
sexkinthe frequency of reporting cutoff times and in the cumulative per-
bentageS were negl)gible In this group, approximately one-fourth,reported
no limitations whatsoever.

'Cutoff times on nights before non-school days. As might be epecW,
the magnitude of the incidence of reported cutoff times was much lower than
that for nights before schooldays. the fourth and fifth grades the
cumulative percentages of cutoff times reported by girls: welle highell than
those of boys at each hour and half7hour from.7:00 P.M. on. In the four
higher grades, sixth through the ninth, differences between the sexes were
negligible. .

.

Overall,-based on these student reports, it would appear that girls in
the lower'elementary grades* generally received more guidance than boys with
respect to prescribed cutoff times.

Variations Attributable to. Students: Race and Residence

4

I)

Variations attributable,to race .

.

Cutoff times 0,nights before'school day[ Table 15 reveals that for
all of the four listed ethnic /racial groups the most frequently reported
cutoff times in the evening were the same as reported earlier for all
reSpondents--10:00, 9:00, 1.0:36, and,9:30, in that order.

.In terms of the cumulative percentages reportiuNdUtoff times, from
9:00 P.M.,on the patterns for White'andiSpanish-Mex9ban students were quite,
similar, although for each half-hour the percentages of White children were
slightly higherefor each half -hour. Both groups reported significantly
greater guidance/limitations than did Black:students during that time span.
American Indians occupied a "middle position," reporting more guidance than
Black, but less than Whites and Spanish-Mexicans.

Nearly three of ten Black students:reported no required...cutOff times,
a proportion approximately twice as high as that found for White and Spanish-
Mexican students.'



Table ,15

EFFECTS OF RACE AND RESIDENCE UPON TIMES OF THE EVENING BEYOND

WHICH STUDENTS ARE NOT PERMITTED TO VIp TELEVISION

Must stop at

6:00

6:30

7:00

7:30

8:00

8:30

9:00

9:30

10:00

10:30

11:3

1200+
,,No limitation

Percentages reporting, times they must,

Race.

stop watching TV--by race and residence

Place of Residence

White

(4076)

% Cum%

0.2 0.2

0.1 0.3

0.1 0.4

0.2 0.6.-

2.7 ;. 3.3

Black

(580)'

% Cum%

0.3 0.3..

0.3.

0.5 0.8

0.8A
2.9

6.0 9.3 4.7 7.6

20.6 29:9 (10.7 18.3

9.1 39.0 4.7 23.0

33.1 72.1 29.0 52.0

10.3 82.4 .9 59.3

2.8 4 85,2 .9 62:8

1.0 86.2 4.0 66.8

0.7 86.9 3.6 70.4

13.2 100.1 29.7 100.1

Spanish-

Mec(can

(110)

% Cum%'

1.8

2.7

6.4

5.5

12.7

9.1

33.6

9.1

1.8

1.8

15.5

1.8

4.5
10.9

,16.4

29.1

38.2

71.8

80.9

82.7

84.5

84 ;5

100.0

American

/Indian

(118)

% Cum%'

Wichita Town '

(3502)' (789)

% Cum% % Cum%r

0.3 0:1 0.1

0.4 0.1

10.7 0.1

1:0' 0.3 0.4

3. 2.3 2.7

. 9.6 . 4.6 7.3

27.0' 22.6 29.9

34.9 11.3 41.2

67.6' 32.4 73.6

78.2 9.4 83.0

80.7 3.7 86.7

82.2 1.4 88.1.

83.5 0.8 88.9

100.1, 11.3 100.2

- 0.3

w 0.1

0..8 0.3

0,8 0.3

'3:3 2.8

5.8 5.8

20.2 17.4

30.4 7.9

59.2 32.7

70.2 10.6

71.9 2.5

74.4 1.5

77.8 1.3

99.8 16.6

0.8

2.5

2.5

14.4

10.2

28.8

11.0

1.7

2.5

3.4

22.0

Country/
,

Non-Farm , Farai

(524) (180)

% Cum% % Cum%

0.2 0.2

- 0.2

0.2 0.4

0.4 0.8

2.5 , 3.3

7.1 10.4

22.1 32.5

9.2' 41.7

33.4 75.1

7.4 82.,5,

2.9 85.4

1.5 86.9

OA 87.5
12.6 100.1

:Before Non-

School Days.

Must tor],,,at...

7:00'

8:00

8:30

900
9:30

10:00

10:30

11:00

11:30

12:00+

No limitation

115,

(4090) (583) , (110) (117) (3509) 1791) (530)

, 0.1 0.5 0.5 0.9 0.9 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.3

.0.1'1 0.2 0.7 41.9 1.8 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.4

0.1 0.3 0.2 -0.9 1.8 0.1 0.4 0.4 0.6 0.4

- '0.3 0.9 0.9 0.9 ij.8 0.1 0.5 0.6 0.2 0.6

0.5 0.8 0.3 1.2. 2.7 3.6 1.8 0.5 1.0 1.0 1.6 0.4 1.0

0.9. 1.7 1.2 2.4, 3.6 1.8 1.0 2.0 0.3 1.9 1.1 2:1

2.30 4.0 2.2 4.6 0.9 4.5 2.6 4.4 2.0 4.0 2.5 4.4 2.6 4.7

1.3 5.3 0.5 5.1 4.5 4.4 1.0 . 5.0 1.5 5.9 1.5

° 6.5 11.8 3.6 8.7 6..4 10.9 3.4 7.8' 5.4 10.4 7.2 13.1 6.8 13.0

14.4. 0.9 9.6 '10.9 6.0 13:8 2.1 12.5 2.1 15.2 4.0 17.0,2.6

2.0 16.4 1.0 10.6 1.8 12.7 1.7 15.5 1.7 14.2 2.1 17.3 2.8 19.8

2.1 18.5 3.1 13.7 0.9 13.6 0.9 16.4 '2.1 16.3 2.8 20.1 2.1 21.9

. 8:4 26.9 13.2-\ 26.9 9.1 22.7 13.7 30.i 10.0 26.3 7.7 27.8 8.1 30.0

73.2 100.1 73.1 '107.0 77.3 100:0 70.1 100.2 73.9 100.2' 72.2 100.0 70.0 100.0

0.6 0.6

- 0.6

0.6

3.3 3.9

6.1 10.0

2).1' 31.1

10.0 41.1

33.9. 75.0

8.3 83.3

3.3 86.6

0.6 87.2

1.1 88.3

11.7 100.0

)

(182)

1.1 1.1

- 1.1

- it1.1

- 1.1

- 1.1

0.5 1.6

4.4 6.0

0.5 6.5

8.8 15.3

4.9 20.2

2.2' 22.4.

1.1 23.5

8.2 31.7

68.1 99.8
co
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Cutoff times on niihts. before non7vhool days: AfterJi:00 4).M. ,_.'tide'
differences among the four ethnic/racier groups in, specified cutoff times
avd in cumulative percentages reporting limitE dis were not nearly as .

noticeable asYthey were on nights before school dayG. From 10:00 to 11:30
P.M. ,' American Indians-reported higher cumulative incidence of limitations

'' than did Blacks pr Spanish-Mexicans. During the same time span,,Phowever,
differepce, between White and American Indian students wpre,negligible..

The percentages_ reporting no limitatioris whatsoever were essentially
equal (.70% to 73%) among White, Black, and American Indian students; for the
Spanish-Mexican students, the percentage so reporting was slightly'higher
(77%)Y. -'

;0

Variations attributable to place of residence:-

J
Cutoff times on nights before school days. Table 15 reveals no trends,

as such, in viewingoAlmitations that might be attributable to- varying
"degrees of urbanilation of the respondents. After 8:30 P.M. when'the
cumulative percentages begin to be of two-digit magnitude, the students
outside Wichita generally reported higher cumulative incidence of cutoff
times than did the Wichita residents.. During the sametime span, the
differences among the three non-Wichita residence categories were negligible.

Cutoff times on nights before non-school days. For.each half-hour after
10:00 P.M., slight trendsere noted in the cumulative incidence of cutoff
times--the higher.. the aegree of urbanization (from farm--to country /non farm--
to towns--to Wichita), the lower were the cumulative percentages reporting
prescrtbed cutoff times. In contrast, the lower the degree of urbanization,
the lower was the percentage of those who reported no limitations whatsoever.

Variations Attributable to the Number of Sets in the Home

Analyses were made of the possible effects that the !lumber of sets in the
home might have on the times of the evening at which children are usually
required to stop watching television. The rationale for this investigation
was that in multiple-set homes parents might have greater difficulty in
monitoring the viewing of their children, and therefore might dxperience
some "futility" in prescribing cutoff times. In the subsection below, with
supporting tables of data, analyses will be made of the effects of multiple-
set availability on cutoff :Limes reported by all :students, and by subsamples
refjlecting the race, grade level, and urban-rural residence of the students.

Effects of multiple -.set. availability on all respondents.

Cutoff times on nights before school days. Table 16 analyzes the
cutoff times reported by students in homes with one, two,or three or more
sets.
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Table 16

EFFECTS OF THE NUMBER OF SETS IN THE HOME ON TIMES BEYOND WHICH STUDENTS
ARE NOT PERMITTED TO WATCH TELEVISION--BY RACE OF STUDENTS ,

.

Before School

Dayi

Must stop at

6:00

6:30

1:00

1:30

8:30

9:00

'9:30

10;00

10:30

11:00

11:30

12:00+

No limitation

Before Non-

Sphool Days

Must stop at:

6:00

.6:30

7:00

7:30

8:00

8:30

9:00

9:30

\10:00

10:30

11:00

11:30

12:00+..,
No limitation

All Students - r
sets 2 sets 3+ sets' 1 set

1621, 2150 1221 1304
fTum% %--7rum% -%' Cum% %---rum%

sets

1759 967,

% Cud,' %.---Om%

1 set 2 sets ) 3+ sets

167 226 112

,%---Cum% %--7 CUM%

0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.2,:=0.2 0.3 0.3 0.1 D.1 0.2 0.6 0.6
0.1 b.4 ,b.1 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.2 0:3

1/40.2'

0.2 - 0.6 J

0.2 0.6' 0.2 0.4 0.2 ° 0.5 0.2 0.6 01 0.4 0.1 0.3 O. 1.2 0.4 0.4-
,,1.4 1.0 0:2 0.6 0.2 0.7 0.2 0.8 0.2 0.6 0.3 0.6 - 1.2 0.4'
4.0 5.0 2.8 3.4 0.9 1;6 4.2 5.0 2:6 3:2 0.6 1.2 2.4 3.6 2.7 3.1
8.0 13.0 5.5 3.4 5.0 8.6 13.6 5.5 8.7 3.5 4.7 3.6 7.2 5.8 8.9

20.7 33.70, 19.3 28.2 15.8. 20.8 21.9 35.5 21.2"* 29.9 118.1 22.8 13.8 21.0 9.7 18.6
9.0 42.7 9.3 37.5 7.1 27.9 9.3 44.8 9.7 39.6. 8.1 30.9 4.8, 25.8 51.3 23.9

32.0 14.7 33.1 70.6 32.3 60.2 32.0 76.8 33.8 73.4 133.1 64.0 32.9 58.7 30.0 53.9
8.2 82.9 9.8 80.4 12.6 72.8 8.4 85.2 10.1 83.5 13.2 77.2 7.2 65.9 8.0 61.9
2.5 85.4 2.7 83.1' 3.4 76.2 2.5 87.7 2.7 86.2 3.3 80.5 3.0 68.9 2.2 64.1
1.0 86.4 1.6 ,84.7 1.6 77.8 0.9 88.6 1.0 87,.2 1.0 81.5 3.0 71.9 4.0 68.1
0.9 87.3 1x' 85.7 1.6 79.4 0.5 89.1 0.7 87.9 0.8 82.3 1.8 73.7 3.1 71.2
12.6 99.9 14.2 99.9 20.4 99.8 10.9 100.0 12.2 100.1 17.6 99.9 26.3 100.0 28.8 100.0

1631 2155 1226 1311 1763 966 170 228

0.4 0.4 '8.1 0.1 0.1 0.1, 0.3 0.3 0.1 ,0.1 0.6 0.6 0.4 .0.4
0.3 0.7 0.1 Oil 0.2 0.5 0.1 '0.2 0.6 1.2 0.4
0.2 0.9 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.7 0.1 0.3 1.2 0.4

, 0.1 1.() 0.1 0.2 - 0.2 - 0.7 0.1 0.4 - 1.2 0.4
-.9 1.9 0.4 0.6 0.2 0.4 0.7 1.4 0.5 0.9' 0.2 0.2 0.6 1.8 0.4
1.3' 3.2 0.8 1.4 0.5 0.9 1.3 2.7 0.9 1.8 0.3 0.5 1.8 3.6 0.4 0.8
2.8 6.0 2.2 3.6 ),_1.9 2.8 3.0 5.7- 2.2 -4.0 1.6 2.1 1.8 5.4 2.2 3.0
1.3 7.3 1.2 4.8 0.7 3.5 .1.5 7.2 1.4 5.4 0.8 2.9, - 5.4 0.9 3.9
7.4 14.7 5.7 10.5 4.8 8.3. 7.8 15.0 6.3 111 5.3 '1.2 5.9 11:3 1.3. 5.2
2.5 17.2 2.3 12.8 2.3 10.6 2.5 17.5 2.7 14.4 2.5 10,.7 1.2 12.5 0.9 6.1
2.3 19.5 1.5 14.3 1.7 12.3 2.4 19.9 1.7 16.1 1.9 12.6 j1.2 13.7 0.4 6.5
2.1 ,21.6 2.2 16:5' 2.0 14.3 2.1 22.0 2.2 18.3' 1.8 14.4 / 3.5 17.2 2.2 8..7

9.8 31.4 9.0 25.5 9.3 23.6 9.6 31.6 7.8 26.1 7.9 22.3 10.0 27.2 15.4 24.1

68.6 lop.o 74.3 99.8 76.7 100.3 68.3 99.9 74.1 100.2 77.8 100.1 72.9 1100,1 75.9 100.0

%

-

0.6 , 0.6

- 0.6

, 1.8

'4.1 5.9

8.7 14.6

2.9 17..5

23.8 41.3

8.7 50.0.

4,1 54.1

4:7 58.8

6.4 , 65.2

34.9 100.1

171

0.6 0.6

- 0.6

-0.6 1.2

- 1.2

0.6 1.8

1.2 3.0

2.9 525)

0.6 6.

4.1 4:10.6

0.6 11.2

1.2 12.4

2.9 15.3

12.9 28.2

71.9 100.1

a

118



4

On ni hts before school days, 10:00-P.M. was the most frequehtly reported
cutoff ti , with about one-third of theThspondents in each of the set-

1

categoric identifying that time; The second most frequently 'Mentioned time
Was 9:00 P.M. for all three categories, the-percentage so reporting being
lower for children in homes with three or more sets.

I;N .

Until 7:30'.P.X, the cumulative incidence of .cutoff times. in -each of
the three categories did not exceed thh latter'- figure reflecting
students in single-.Set homes. For eac,,jialf-hour beginning at 8:00 P.M.,
there appeared to be a definite trend -the greater the number of sets in
the home, the lower' was the cumulatNeTercehtage report-NI cutoff times.
In the later hours of the evening after 10.:00 P.M., hover, the differences_
between'single,set and two-set homes were not great.

The difference between si e-se t,a6d two-set homes in the percentages
reporting no limitations was not significant. In homes with three or more

'sets, the difference was significant, one of fiye students reporting no
limitations (cutof-rymes) whatsoever.

Cutoff times on nights before-non-School days. Although the relative
magnitude of the cumulative incidence of cutoff times was much lower than
on nights before school,, the same general trend was observed from 8:00
P.M, to midnight--the greater the number of sets, the lower was the cumulat,ive
percentage recording some limitations. The differences were greater
between single-set and two-set homes than between the latter and those with
three or more setts. Slightly over three-fourths of-the students in homes
with three or more sets reported no limitations placed on the times they
could view in the evenings before non-school days.

.

Variations:Akributable to the race of the s) dents.
Pi 4

-4.

Table-16 also compa.res White and Black children in the effects of
multiple-set availability om cutoff times.. The;tubsamples of Spanish=
Mexicans (112) and American 'Indians x(121) were too-small'to.provide analyses
of high statistical reliability for these two ethnic/racial groups..

Cutoff times on nights before school days. For both White and Black
children the, cutoff pattern was similar. From 8:00 P.M. to midnight, /

(with one exception--8:30 P.M. for BlaCks) the greater the number of,sets,
the lower were the cumulative-percentagesreporting,cutofftimes. For both
races, the difference between single -set and two-set homes were not great
after 10:00 P.M.

. ,
.

While the pattern was similar for both races, cumulative percentages
reporting limitations on viewing were significantly-higer-in White homes,
for each hour'and half-hour in each set-category from 9:00 P.M. to midnight.

rb S

1/44,

1 20
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-In each set-category, the percentages of Black'students.reporphgrno
. , limitations were approximately twice 'as.high as those of White students..

Slightly over_ one- -third of Black chil ren_in homes -Kith three or more sets
repo ted no--- limitations.'

. . /
) f

utoff times on nights. before ,non - school days in,,both single-set A
-.and two-set categories#. White-studqhts reported greater cumulative percentages
of cutoff time than did'Black students'from..9:30 P.M. to midnight:- Ho4Ver, -

in-homes with three,or more sets,-Black studentsrecoroied higher cumulative
percentages of cutoff times for each hour, and half-heuethroughout the

i

evening, with one minor exception,- -the hbur.of 11:00 P.M.,
., .

t

82

The differences between the races in the percentages who 'reported no
limitatitw9..were not great in any of the three set-categories. 4

Variations attribUtable to students' grade level.

Cutoff times on nights before school days'.. Table 17 analyzes the effects
of multiple-set availability in comparisons of elementary school children
(in the fourth through the sixth grades) with those in junior high school
(seventh throggh the ninth grades). From 7:00 P.M. to midnight, thdiunior
high students reported much lower cumulative percentages of cutoff times.

. than did the younger grade schoolers in each of the three. set.L.CategortaS.
The perceptages of junior high students who reported no limitations wtsoever
on their Viewing were about-twice as great as those of the grade_schoolers in
single- and two -let homesl,and two and one-half times as great in.homes
with three or moke sets. Slightly over one-qOurth of the junior high students
in homes with three or more sets reported no 14mitations(cutoff times) on.
their viewing.

Cutaiftimes on nights before non-school days. The comparative
differences between grde schoolers and junior high students were even,. ,

greater in, the cumulative percentages-recording cutoff time'for each hour
and half -hour from 8:00 P.M. to midnight in each set-categorxon nights
-before no)isahool days.

4*.

e In each of the two grade-level categories, the effects of mult1Ple
set availability were not great. fact, in botIccategories, the differences.
between two -set. homes and those with,threeor more sets. were negligible
'in the percentages reporting no limitations, whatsoever..

Variations attributable to residence of the students.

,

In Table 18, an analysis is ''presented of the-effects of varying degrees
of urbanization .upon differences reported in limitations placed upOn viewing
in single- and multiple-set homes. Three residence Categories are provided
in Table 18 --"Wichita,"."townsatid,"country/farm."

..,e
I,. (-) -
!

4



Table 17

EFFECTS OF THE NUMBER OF SETS IN THC HOME ON TIMES BEYOND WHICH STUDENTS

ARE NOT. PERMITTED TO WATCH TELEVISION--BY'GRADE LEVEL OF STUDENTS

Percentages reporting times they must stop watching television - -by no. of sets' grade level

4th-6th Grades

1 set 2 sets ' 3+ sets

(904) (1044).
, (483)

7th-90 Grades

1 set , 2 sets 3+ sets

(717) (1105) (737)

Must stop .at: % Cum% .%, Cum%.' % r am% .% Cum% , % Cum%

6:00

6:30

7100

7:30

8.00

8:30;...

0.3.

0.1'

0.4

0.6

6.3

12,4

0.1

0.4

0.8.

1,4

7.7

20.1.

:00.'..4 26.4 46.5

9:30...1. 10.1 . 56.6

1(f 00; -25.8 82.4,

10:30 6.0' 88.4

11:00 1.2 , 89.:6

11:30 0.7 90..3

12:00+ 0.7 91.0

No limitation 9,1 : 100J

Before Non-

School Days (911)

Must stop at:

- 7 , 0.6, 0.6' 0.3 0.3 0.2 J0.2.

0.3 0.3 0.2: 0.8 0.3 - 0.2

0.5' 0,8.. 0.6' 1.4 - 0.3 - 0.2 ,

gA3 il :

0.6 2.0 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.3

1 6 1.2 , 3)2 1.1, 1.5 1.2 1,6

9.7 15.4 6.4 5.6 2.5 4,0' 1.5 3.0

28.6 ,44.0 27.1 36.7 13.5 17.5 10.6 13.6

10.7 54.7 10.1 46.8 7.7 . 25.2 8.0 '21.6

26.0 80.7 29.4 76.2 39.9 65.1 39.7 61.3,

5., 86.5 7.7 83,9 , 11.0 76.1 13.5 74.8

1.5 88.0 1',,7 85,6 4.0 80,1 '3.7 78.5

1.6 89.6 LI 87:3+' ,1,7 . 81.6 1.6 80.1

1:0 90.6 1.9 89.2 . 1.3 82.9 1.1 81.2

9.4 100.0 10.8 1,00.0 17.0 99.9 18.8 100.0

% Cum%

0.7

2.2

8.4 10,6

15,6

34.2 49.8

15.9 65.7

4.6 70.3

1.6 71.9

1.4 73,3

26.7 100.0

,

(1048) (476) (720) (1107) (749)

6:00 0.7 q.7 0.1, 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2

6 :30 0.4 1.1 0.1' 0.2 0,2 0.1 , 0.2 0.2

7:00......, 0.2 , 1.3 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.2' 0.1 0.1

7:30 - 11.3 0.1 0.4 '0.2 0.1 0.4 0.2 0.4 O.)

8 :00. , 1.6 2.9 0.9 1.3 0.4 0.6 0.4 0,4 v0.1 0.2

8:30 2.1 5.0 1.3 2.6 0.8' 1.4' 0.3 0.7 0.3 0.7 0.3 0.5.

9:00 3.7 , 8.7 3.9 6.5 3.2 4.6 1.5 2.2 0.6 1.3 0.7 1.2

9 :3Q 2.0 10.7 2.0' 8.5 1.7 6.3 0.4' 2,.6 0.5 1.8 0.1 1.3

10:00 10,1 20.81 .8.6 17.1 1e3 4.0 6.6 3.0 4.8 2.8 4.1

10:30 3.0 23.8 2..7 19.8 4.0 18.3 1.9 8:5 2.0 6.8, 1.2 5.3

11:00 2.4 26.2 2,3 22.1 3.4 21.7 2.1 10.6 0.8 7.6 0.7 6:0

11:30., 2.6 '28.8 3.1 25.2 2.9 24,6 1.5 12.1 1.4 9.0 1.3 7.3

12:00+ 12:7 41.5 11.7 ) 36.9 12,6 37.2 6.1 18.2 6.3 1,5.3 7.1 14.4

No limitation 58.4 99.9 63.1 .100.0 62.8 100.0 81.5 '99.7 84.8 100.1 85.6 100.0-

J23
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Table 18

EFFECTS OF THE NUMBER OF SETS IN THE HOME ON TIMES BEYOND WHICH STUDENTS

ARE NOT PERMITTED TO WATCH TELEVISION-BY RESIDENCE OF STUDENTS

Must stop at:

6:00

6:30

7.00

7:30

8:00

8:30

9:00

9:30

10:00

10:30

11:00

11:30

12:00+..,

No limitation

Residence in Wichita

1 set 2 sets 3+ sets

1117 1450 882

f-Tum% %-a-tUm% %---Cum%

0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1

0.1 0.4 0.1 0.2

0.4 0.8 0.3 0.5

0.4 1.2 0.2 0.7

4,0 5.2 3.0 3.1

8.0 13.2 5.9 9.6

19.2 32,4 17,3 26.9

8.0 40.4 8,6 35,5

32.6 73.0 33.4 68.9

8.8 81.8 10,4 79.3

2.1 84.5 2.1 81.4

1.1 85.6 1.7 83.1

J.2 86.8. 1.0 84.1

13.5 100.3 15.9 100.0

Residence-in Towns Residence in Country or on Farms

1 set 2 sets 3+ sets 1 set 2 sets 3+ sets

258 ,\"' 366 156 221 :304 '711,7
%---Cum% Fluid Clum% clum% num% r Cum%

0.3 0.3 0.4 0.4 0,5 0.5 0, -
0.1 0.4 - 0.4 - '0.5 7

0.3 0.1 - 0.4

0,2 0,9 0.8 1.2

0.9 1.8 3.1 4.3

3,2 5,0 5,4 9,7

15.1 20.1 27.1. 6.8

6.1 26.8 12,8 49,6

31.5 58.3 31.0 80.6

13.3 11.6 '7.8 88.4

3.1 74.7 1.6 90.0

1.5 76.2 0.8 90.8

1.8 78.0 - 90.8

22.0 100.0 9.3 100.1

1.9 1.9 1.3 1.3

4.6 6.5 2.6 3,9

22.4 28.9. 16.0' 19.9

12.0 40.9 7.1 27.6

29,8 70.7 41.0 68.6

9.8 80.5 10.9 79.5

4,6 85.1 5.1 84.6

1,6 86.7 1.9 86.5

1,4 88.1 0.6 87.1

11.1. 99.8 12.8 99.9

Before Non-

School Days

Must stop at:

6:00'

6:30

1:00

1:30

8:00' ,

8:30

9:00

9:30

10:00

10:30

11:00

11:30

12:00+

No limitation

A

0.5

0.5

4.1 4,6

10.9 15.5

20.4 35.9

9.5 45.4

.32.1 77.5

6,8 84.3

2.7 87.0

1.4 88.4

0.9 89,3

10.9100.2

1123 1499 886 262 363 157 221

0.3

0.4

0.2

0.1

1.1

1.5

2.0

0.3

0.7

0,9

1.0

2.1

3.6

5.6

0.5 6.1

6.3 12.4

2.1 15.1

2.4 17.5

2.0 19.5

10.6 30.1

70.0100,1

0.2

0,1

0.1

0.1

0.9

1,9

1.4

5.1

1.6

1.2

2.2

9.5

75.6

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

1,4

3.3

4.7

0.1 0:1,

- 0.1

0,1

- 0.1

0.3 0.4

0.6 1.0

1.8 2.,8

0.8 3,6

9.8 4.6 8.2

11,4 2.0 10.2

12.6 1.2 11.4

14.8 1.9 13.3

24.3 10.0 23.3

99.9 76.5 99.8

0.8 048 0.9 0.9

0.8 - 0.5 1.4

0.4 1.2 0.6 0.6 - 1.4

1,2 - 0.6 1.4

0.8 2.0 1.7 .1.7 -' 0.6 0.5 , 1.9

270 0.3 2,0 - 0,6 1.4 3.3

3.8 5,8 2.5 4,5 0,6 1,2 4,5 7.8

3.1 8.9 0.8 5.3 0.6 1.8 2.7 10.5

8.8 17.7 6.6 11.9 6.4 8.2 10.4, 20.9

1.5 19.2 "2,5 14,4 2.2 10.4 3.2 24.1

1.9 21.1 2,2 16.6 1.9 12.3 2.3 26.4

3.1 24,2 2.8 19.4 2,5 14.8 '2.3 28.1

7.3 31.5 7,4 26.8 1.6 22.4 9,0 37.1

68.7,100.2 73.3 100.1 77.1 99.5 62.4 100,1

0.3

0.3

0.3"
0.6

-

3.0 3.6 0.6 0.6

4.9, 8.5 5.3 5.9

24.3 32.8 19.9 25.8

9.5 42.3 9.4 35.2

36.6 79.1 29.2 64.4

6,6 85.1 11.1 75.5

u2.6 88,3 4.1 19.6

1.0 89.3 1.8 81.4

0.7 90.0 0.6 82.0

9.9 99,9 17,5 99,5

312 171

0.3 0.3.

- 0.3 -

0.30.0:6

0.3 0.9

1.0 1,9 0,6 0.6

29 4,8 1.8 2.4

0.6 5.4 0.6 3.0

1.4 12.8 1.5 6.5

5.8 18.6 2.9 9.4

2.2 20.8 4.1 13.5

1.3 22.1 1.8 15.3

8.3 30.4 7.0

'100.1

22.3

69.6 100.0 77.8
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'Cutoff times on nights before(school days. The "degree of urbanization"
did n6t have a consistent effect.- In single-set homes, the children in towns
reported higher cumulative percentages of cutoff times, than those in Wichita
or in the country/farm category from 9:00 P.M. on. In two-set homes, however,
there, appeared to be a slight trend- -the lower the degree of'urbanizatton
(from Wichita--to towns--to the country/farms), the higher were the cumulative
percentages recording cutoff times for each hour and half-hour from 9:00 P.M. ,

to midnight.

In the homes with, three or more sets no such trend was observed. The
cumulative percentages of children reporting cutoff times were significantly
lower in Wichita than ins the towns or the country/farm after 10:00 P.M.

With respect to the percentages reporting no limitations whatsoever,
a slight trend appeared only in the two-set homes--the more urban the
student, the greater was the percentage so reporting.

Cutoff times on nights before non-school days_ In single- and two-
et homes; beginning at 9:30 P.M., a trend was observed.in the cumulative

percentages. reporting cutoff times--the more urban the student, the lower
were the percenOges. . In homes with three or more sets, however, no trends
as such were observed.

In all three residence categories, the greater the number of sets
available in the home, the greater were the percentages whO reported no
limitations. whatsoever.



o CHAPTRV I

STUDENTS' ATTITUDES' TOWARD SPECIFIC PROGRAMS BROADCAST

IN THE EVENINGS AND ON SATURDAY MORNING

The last five pages of the six -page questionnaire solicited, student
attitudes toward-programs broadcast in the evenings from 6:00 to 10:00
P.M. and on Saturday morning from 7:00 to noon. In addition, students were
asked to report, the parental guidance they received on each of the listed
programs. Analyses'of ptrental guidance will be presented in the next
chapter.

For each df the eighty-sevA evening programs and twenty-four Saturday
morning progral*listed on the questionnaire, students were asked to "check"
one of four chaides: "It's one of my favorites," "It's all right ('so- so'),"
"I don't like it," or "I have never seen it." The complete list of the
programs and the format of presentation may be seen in the copy of the
questionnaire provided, in Appendix C.

For those who did not read the discussion (of "methodology" i,n-Chapter II,
certain explanatory comments probably should be repeated at tilts point.

Although "local TV news" was listed on' the q4estionnaire for each night
of the week, it actually was not broadcast at 6:00 P.M. on Sunday during or
preceding the survey week. The analyses and tables presentedin this chapter,
therefore, will omit consideration of attitudes toward "local TV news" inthe
Sunday block of programs from 6:00 to 10:00 P.M.. The effect of this omission
is to reduce the.'number of programs analyzed from eighty -seven to eighty-six.

For the most part, the questionnaire included the programs regularly
scheduled for broadcast by the three local commercial network affiliates and
forcasted six weeks prior to the survey period (November 15-19). As explained
in Chapter II, however, "movies" and "specials1! were excluded from the list of
programs on each. night of the week. In excluding "specials"_thee was an
inadvertent failure to insert in their place the regularly scheduled programs
_which were preempted. As a result, three regularly scheduled programs on
Wednesday evening--"Bionic Woman," "Baretta," and "Starsky & Hutch"--were
omitted due to the broadcast of three one-hour specials from 7:00 to 10:00
P:M.. "Starsky & Hutch," however, was scheduled also for broadcast at 8:00
P.M. on Saturday, November 13 and 20, and was listed in the questionnaire for
that night. .Attitudes were obtained, therefore, for that program.

4

On Thursday night, November 18, a special, "Nadia=-from Romania with Love,
was broaplcast in lieu of "The Waltons," the latter being omitted from the
questionnaire.

86
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From the Saturday evening list two syndicated programs--"The Partridge
Family" and "My Three Sons," scheduled for broadast at 6:00 and 6:30 P.M., .

respectively--also were omitted. For "The Partridge Family," however, attitudes
were solicited for the program at its regular time (6:30 P.M.) on each night,
Monday through FrIday.

In brief summary, then, four programs should have been, but were not,
included in the questionnaire: "Baretta," 11-6-nic Woman," "The Waltons," and
"My Threp Sons." Their omission was ina'dvertent and is regretted. -

Prior to the survey week, but after the printing of the questionnaires
(contracted six weeks in advance), a number of cancellations and reshuffling
of program schedules occurred on all three networks. Suffice it to say, for
each program the day and hour of broadcast iepOrted in the following analyses
were those specified in the advance schedules supplied by the local stations.,

The remainder of this chapter will consist primarily of extensive tabular
presentations of data about, each of the listed programs, supported by ap-
propriate textual comments and generalizations. With the vast amount of data
to report, it would be difficult to analyze attitudes toward each program in
narrative form, especially with respect to the several demographic variables.
TOdo so, moreover, might be counterproductive.in the sense that the sheer
-bulk could easily discourage reading. Optimistically, it is believed that the
tables themselves will prove to be largely self-explanatory, and, for the most
part, should be capable of "standing on their own." The serious reader, of
course,'Orobably will wish to examine the tabular data closely. To assist the
more casual reader, attempts will be made to highlight-some of the more
significant findings and to offer such generalizations as are warranted.by the
data.'

Attitudes of Students Toward Rrograms
Broadcast in the Evenings

Responses of-all students
9

Of interest to many readers, of course, will be the identification of the
programs which were liked or disliked by children in the fourth through the
ninth grades, ranging roughly from nine to fifteen years of age.

Most favored and disliked programs. Table 19 provides a list of the twenty
evening programs most frequently reported as "favorites" by 40% or more of the
students. In the same table will be found' the twenty-one programs reported as
"disliked" by, 20% or"more of the students. Given for each program arethe type
of program (based on my categorization), the day and time of broadcast, and
the ;network .or affiliate broadcasting that program.

12S



Table 19

MOST "FAVORED' AND "DISLIKED' EVENING PROGRAMS
1.1

Top Favbrites

(named by 40% or mbre)

Program

1 Happy Days 85.0%

2, Starsky & Hutch 79.6

3, *Welcome Back,'Kotter. . 78.3

4, *Laverne & Shirley . . 66.6

*Captain & Tennille, .

56 *Holmes & . . .

65.8

61.9

7. *Six Million Dollar Man. 56.1

8. *Donnie & Marie 55.2

9, *Partridge Family (Avg.) . 53.4

10. *Good Times. , ..... . 48.8

11. All in the Family . . . 46.7

12. MASH , 46,1

13. *Emergency 45.1

14. *Sanford and Son 44 9

15. Family 43.9

16. *Bill Cosby Show , . .42.9

17. One Day at a Ti me.. . . 41.9

1 &. Carol Burnett S hoW. . . . 41.3

19. *Mr. T. & Tina . . . 40.6

20. *Gemini Man ... ... . 40;4

Time Net/

fype# B'cast St'n

Most Disliked Programs

Tnamed by 20% or more

Time Net/.

Program Type# B'cast St'n

rsc Tue-7:00 ABC 1. orLawreire Welk Show. , . 56.0% AFM Fri-7:00 CBS

PtD Sat400 ABC 2. *Hollywood Squares (Avg) 1 51.4 GAM ** NBC

FSC, Thu-7:00 ABC 3. *Hee Haw or 47.7 CWM Sat-6:30 CBS

FSC Tue-7:30 ABC 4. *60 Minutes 45.6 DOC Sun-6:00 CBS

MCV Mon-7:00 ABC , 5. Kojak 36.5 P/D Sun-8:00 CBS

FSC Sat-7:00 ABC 6, *Local News (Avg.) . . 33.0 NEW, M-Sa-6:00

S/F Sun-7:00 ABC 7'. *Dolly .12.3 CWM Sat-6:30' NBC

MCV

FSC

FSC

ASC

ASC

ADV

FSC

ADR

MCV

FSC

MCV

FSC

S/F

Fri-7.00

M-F-6:30

Wed-7:00

Wed-8:00

Tue-8:00

Sat-7:00

Fri-7:00

Tue-9:00

Sun-6:00,

Tv-8:30

Sat-9:00

Sat-7:*

Thu-740

32.3 MCV Sun-7:00 CBSABC 7 *Sonny & Cher

ABC 9. Monday Nitelootball. 31.2 SPT Mon-8:00 ABC

BS 10. Maude 270 ASC Mon-8:00 CBS

CB

NB

S '11. *Phyllis 26,8 ASC Mon-7:30 CBS

12, *Wild Kingdom. . .264 AML Mo6-6:30 CBS

.13. Barriaby Jones , 25.0 P/D Thu-9:00' CBS

NBC 14. *Adam-12 (Avg.): ." 24.0 P/D M-F-6;30 NBC

ABC 15. Hawaii Five-0, 23.1 P/D Thu-8:00 CBS

ABC 16. Streets of San Francisco 22.7 P/D Thu-9:00 ABC

CBS' 17. Mary Tyler Moore Show 22,2 ASC- Sat-8:00 CBS

'CBS 18. *Rhoda 22.0 ASC Moa-7:00 CBS

ABC 19. Rich Man, Poor Man Il . 21.5 ADR Tue-8:00 ' ABC

NBC' 20. Bob Newhart Show' 21.2 ASC Sat-8:30 CBS /

21. Police'Story 20.5 ,P/D Tue-9:00 NBC
°

* Broadcast during the "family viewing period" (6:00-8:00 P.M. CST).

** Broadcast on Wednesday at 7:00 and on Saturday at 6:00 P.M.

Types,

12J

ADR = "Adult dramal'

ADV = "Adventure dra

,AFM = "Adult familiar music"

AML "Animal4ature" show

ASC = "Adulfsituation comedy"

CWM = "Country-western music"

DOC = "Documentary"

FSC =

GAM =

MCV

NEW

P/D =

S/F =

SPT' =

"Family situation comedy"

"Game" show

"Musical/comedy variety"

"Newkasts"

"POlice-detective drama"

"Science fantasy"

'Sports" broadcast
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Some of the highlights about the "favorites" are:

1. Eleven of the top twenty were situation comedies with "Happy
Days" (7:00 P.M. on Tuesday) heapli.ng the list a$ a favorite of 85% of the
students.

2. The only two "science fantasies" listed on the questionnaire-7
"The Six Million Dollar'Man" and "The Gemini Man"--were included in the top
twenty. ./10

3. Only one "police-detective" program1ppeared in the line-up- -
"Starsky & Hutch," but it ranked second, being name 'by nearly 80% of the
respondents.

4. The other six programs in the top twenty included four oftia
musical comedy-variety forMat, one action-adventure show, and one serious
"adult drama."

5. No news, informational, educational, or public affairs program
, appeared in the list of favorites, which rather strongly suggests that the
children were more favorably'oriented toward entertainment programs.

With respect to the 11 of the/twenty-one most disliked programs, the
r- following observatigs are fered:

1: "The Lawrence Welk Show," r orted as disliked by more than half
of the students, probably features musi that is more familiar to and popular
with older ad4lts.

2. News programs and.documentaries (e.g., "60 Minut s" ) ranked in
the top ten most disliked. The same is-true-for the twecountry-we Tern music.
programs listed on the questionnaire - "Hee Haw" and "Dolly."

- 3. Although situation comedies appear often in the list of. most
favored programs , five are to'be found. also in the disliked list. Each of the,
disliked situation comedies, however, appears to have'program content that is
probably underStoodand enjoyed more by adults, and, therefore, I have clas-
sified them aS'"adult situation comedies."

89 ,

4. Of the fourteen "police-detective" shows listed on the question-
naire, six are reported in the list of most disliked programs.

5. In addition to "The Lawrence Welk Show," the only other program
reported as disliked by more than half of the respondents was "Hollywood
,Squares"--scheduled for broadcast twice during the survey week at 7:00 P.M. on
Wednesday and at 6:00 P.M. on Saturday. This program and "To Tell the Truth"
(6:00 P.M. Monday through Friday') were the only synditated "game" shows among
the programs listed on the questionnaire. "Tojell the-Truth," while not
appearing in the list of the most disliked programs, did not \enjoy high pop-
ularity with tie respondents as will, be observed in subsequent tables. With
only these two examples, however, and with an obvious difference in format

,

between the two programs, any generalization about the low popularity of "game"
shows among children is probably unwarranted..
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Attitudes toward all listed programs. The attitudes of respondents toward
all programs listed on the questionnaire are reported in Table 20, and the
reader is invited to.examine them. Of'the eighty-six programs analyzed,
fifty-four were more favored than disliked, While thirty-one were more disliked
than favored. One program, "Police Story" (Tuesday, 9:00 P.M.), was named by'
equal percentages of the respondents as favored'and disliked.

Considering all listed programs; and excludind*the percentages who selected
the middle attitudinal choice ("It's all right, "so-so") and those reporting
that they had never seen a given program-7:.neither choice being negative in

nature, on balance it would appear that the television "menu" froni 6,:00 to
10:00 P.M. was favorably perceived by children of the ages and grade levels
included in thescopeof the survey. It would bepresumptious however, to.
characterize this !as a "good," "bad," or "indifferent" situation. Such a
value jUdgment"must be drawn by each individual. reader.

For 'each program, Table 20 is the last table in this section which will
provide 'the percentages of respondents who reported that they'had never seen
the program. 'Space limitations.in subsequent tables' which report the effects
of several demographic variables necessitated, the omission of the "never seen"
category. The percentage who had never seen a given program can be derived,
however, by adding the percentages who named it as a "favorite," "all right," and
"disliked," and subtracting the sum from 100%.

Effects of the variable of sex.

As might be expected, boys and girlsjrequently dfei- in their television
program preferences. Of the eighty-six evening programs analyzed, fifty-three
were named as,favorites by-proportionately more boys titan girls. The reverse
-was true for twenty -nine programs, and four enjoyed equal preference byboth
sexes. Table 20 provides detailed analyses.

AN,broad generalization, bays appeared to be more favorably oriented
than girls to news, science fantasies, police-detective shows, "animal-nature"
programs (e.g. "Wild Kingdom"), and, to a slight degree,'"game" shows.

Girls, on the O
r

other hand appeared to reflect greater preference than boy?
for musical/comedy variety programs (exception: The Bill Cosby Show"),
"family drama," "serious adult drama," and "adult situation comedies."

While situation comedies were comparatively popular with both sexes, of
the twenty- our listed, fifteen were more favored by girls than by boys. Two
were e y preferred: "Welcome Back, Kotter," and "Doc." In general, as
not above, gi?ic appeared to have a greater preference for "adult situation
comedies," especially those which featured female stars and actors.



Tgle 20

ATTITODESIF STUDENTS'TOWARD TELEVISION PROGRAMS

BROADCAST IN THE EVENINGS, 6:00-10:00 p.m.*

1 (Percentages of boys and girls in the fourth throUgh. the Oith grades who reported their ttitudes)**
v s.mb,,

Sunday Programs:'

Bill Cosby Show

60 Minutes

World of-Disney

Six Million Dgllar Man

Sonny & Cher Show. .

Sybil (The Big Event). .

Kojak.

DelvecChio

Monday Programs:

Local TV news

To Tell the Truth.

Adam 12 .

Partridge Family

Wild Kingdom

Captain & Tennile. . . ,

Little House on Prairie.

Rhoda. . . . . ..

Phyllis', . . .

Maude

Monday Nite Football .

All's Fair

Exkutive Suite

Attitudes of Students--Overall and Sex

Time of my favorites"

B' cast All Boys Girls

"All right/so-so" "I don't like it"

All Boys Girls All Boys Girls

6 - 7 42.% 47.3% 38.0'r 33.'0% 30.9% 34.9%

6 - 7 2S 3.8' 2;1 14.0 16.7 11.3

6 - 7 32.5 35.5 29.4 62.6 59.8 65.7

7- 8 56.1 62.7 49.7 37.7 33.1 42,3

7 - 8 15.6 9.8 21.4 45.1 41.6

7 - 10 28.1 16.2 40.2 18.9 19.2 18.5

8 - 9 14.5 18.2 10.8' 41.1 43.8 38.5

9 -10 8.8 11.8 5.8' 19.7 21.6 17.7

6-630 4.9 6.5 3.4 53.3 54.5 52.0

6-630 15,2 16.1 14.5 66.5 66.0 66.9

630-7 21.8 '28.2 15.5 444.6 45.0 44.1

630-7 54.5 49.7 59.5 38.7 40.6 16.6

630-7 21.3. 28.7 13.9 40,.0 42.9 37.1

7 - 8 65.8 61,6 70.3 25,3 28.0 22.7

7 - 8 38.6 24.6 52.7 40.5 44.5 36..6

7-730 24.4 12.6

730-8 18,2 1).1 25.4- 39.4 14:5 44.2

8-830 23.4 19.7 27.2 40.0 37.2 424

'8 -11 9.8 '67.7 11.4 021.4 17:6 25,4

830-9 20.6 16.0 25.3 20.3 19.3. 21.4

9- 10 6.7, 5.3 8.0 12.1 11.6 12.5

lever seen it"

All Boys Girls

8.0% 7.4% 8.6% 16.1% 14.5%

45.6 44.6 44.6 37.5 33.0

'3.2 3.1 3.2 1.6 1.6

6 3.8 74 0.6 0.5

32. 39.1 25.4 7.1. 9.6

12,-.4 17.2 7,4 40.6 47.3

36.5 30.4 42.5 7.9 7.6

15.8 15.7. 15.9, 55.7 50,9 '

33.8 31.6 . 36.1 8.0 7.5

17.4 16.8 18:0 0.9 1.2

24.6 20.1' 29.1 -9.0 6.7

6.2 8.7 3.7 0.6 -1.0

26.6 19.5 3318 12.1 8.9

6.4 ° 4.8, 3.2 4.0

15.7 23.7 7.6 5.1 A 7.1

22.0 36.6 12.3 10.8 14.9

26,8 33.6 20.1 15.6 20.8'

27.4 31.3 :23.6 '9.3 11.8

31.2 9.8 52.9 7.5 4.9

11.4 13.2 9.6 47.7 51.6

12.7 14.7 10.6 68.6 68.4

17.9%

42.0

1.7

0.7

4.6

33.9

8.2

60.6

8.4

0.6

11.3

0.2

15.3

2.3

3.1

6.8 ,

10.4

6.7,

10.3

43.7

68.9

* Programs are those scheduled for broadcast 4ring the eriod.of,NoVember 14720: Excluded are "movies" and speCialS."

0

** For each program the number of respondents varied slightly, See Appendix B for sample sizes,
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Tues'da Programs:

Table 20 (cont'd)

Time "1 of illy favorites"

Nast All Boys Girls

, Loca 'TY 'news 6.630

'To Tell the Truth, . 6-630 ,

Adam 12. , . ... , . , 630-7

Partridge Family . 630-7

The Muppets
..

630-7

HaBaa Black,Sheep. . 7 - 8

Happy Days '7-730

. Laverne Shirley. . , '730-8

MASH . I. ,,. . , . . 8-830

7ieciWoolan'

'ch Man, Poor Man II '8.- 9

8 - 9

One Day.at,a Time. . 830-9

Family , 9- 10

.,Police Story ''9c 10

Switch 9 -. 10

Wednesday Programs:

local news

To Tell the Truth. , 6430

Adam.12 e 630-7

Partridge Family 1630' -7

The Jeffersons . j 630-7

Good Times ' 7-730

Hollywood quares. !! 7-730

Ball Four 730-8

All.lh the Family. . 8-830

Alice
AP30-g'

The Blue Knight: 4,4- 10

The Quest.. , . ,9 0

40(

4.9% 6.6% 3.3%

16.6 18.0 15.3

21.7 28.3 -15.2

63.2! 48.5 58,0

23.1* 25.1 21.5

3 .1 48.7 11,4

8, .0 81.1 88.8

66.6 55.6 77.7

46.1, 53.3 38.9

29.4 25.6 33.3

'29.7 '27.4 32.0

41.9 33:3' 50.7

42.9 29..8 56.1

20.6 25.0 16.0

28.5 37.3 19.8

5.4

17.5

23.2

_53.0

48.8

5.1

14,5

46.7

23.9

14.6

23.5,

7.2

19.0

30.0

48.1

30.3

50.4

6.3

18.9

47.4

17.5

21.5

27.0

3.6

16,1,

16.4

58.1

32.1

47.,4

4.4

10.3

'46.1

30.3

7,7

19.8

4

"All right/so-so" "I don't like it" "Nevertee it"

All Boys Girls All Boys* Girls Ill I/ Boys, Girls

54.2%

64.8

45.2

39.7

17.8

16.2

13.7

26.2

33.5

45.2

21.5

24.1

21.4

141.2

35.0

`54.1

64.9

44.3

40.1

37.3

35.4

35.2

14,2

38.1

25.7

'24.6

19.5

56.4r4 52.1% 33.6% 30.4% 36.5% 7.40: 6.6% 8.1%

64.1 65.3 17.5 16.7 18.3 1.1 1.2: 1'.0

45.9 44.6 24.8 9. 29.8 .0 10.5

42.0 37.4 6.1 8.3 3.9 0.9 . 1.2 0.7

18.3 17.3 10.7 12.2 9.2 ,48.2 44.4 52.0

17.3 15.1 13.8 6.9 20.6 39.9 27.1 5Z.9

17.1 10.3 1.1 1.4 0.7, 0.3' 0.4 0.2

33.6 18.7 5.8 9.0 2.7 1.4 , 1.8 1.0

30.1 37.0 13.8 11.2 16.4 6.6 5.5 7.7

45.6 44.7 19.4 22.8 16.1 5.9 6.0- 5.8

21.4 21.5 21.5 25.2 17.8 27.3 26:0 28.7

27.7 20.5 12.2 16.4 7.9 21.8 22.6 20.8

23.9 18.6 12.6 19.9 ,5.4 23.1 26.4 19.9

42.2 40.2 20.5 19.3 21.9 17.7 13.6 21.8

'34.3 35.5 12.9 10.0 15.9 '23.6 18.4 28.8

56.4 52.0 32.5 29.0 35.7 8.0 7.3 8.7

63.5 66.2 16..7 16.5 17.1 0.8 1.0 0.7

44.8 43.7 24.1 19,0 8.4, 6.2 10.7

42.5 37.7 6.2 8.4

,29.2

3.9 0'.6 1.0 0.3

3'6.8 37.8, 13.9 15.8 12.1, 17.6 17.2 18.0

33,0 37.7 8.5 9.1 7.9 7.2 7.5 6.9

35.0 15.4 51.9 50.6 53.2 7.5 8.1 7.0

15;1 13.3 10.5 10.9 10.1 60.8 51.1 66.1

37.4 38.7 11.4 11,1 11.7 3.8 4.1 3.5

25.7 25.8 ,12.8 17.5 8.3 37.6 39.4 35.6

27.9 21.3 17.5 17.3 17.7 43.2 33.3 53.3

203 18.0, 9.5. 10.5 8.5 47.6 41.6 53.8

/

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the, table.
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Table '20 (cont'd)

Thursday Programs:

Time

B'cast

"1 of my favorites" "All ridhtiso-son "I don't like it" "Never seen it

All Boys Girls All Boys Girls All Boys Girls All Boys Girls

Local TV news 6-630 5.6% 7;4% 3.8% 54.0% 55.9% 52.2% 32.8% .29.7% 35.9% 7.6% 7,0% 8.1%

To Tell the Truth. 6-630 17.1 18.4 15.9 166.2 65.1 67.1 16.0 15.6 16.4 0.8 0.9 0.6

Adam 12. . . 630-7 22.8 29.8 15.8 44.8 45.4 44.2 24.3 19.1 29.6 8.1 5.8 10.4

Partridge Family . . 630-7 /''
53.2 48,9 57.9 40.0 42.0 37.7 6.1 8.2 4.0 0.7 0.9 0.4

This Week: Looking In, 630-7 1.4 1.8 1.0 5.7 7.2 4.1 13.3 15.6 10.9 79.7 75.4 84.0

Gemini Mary 7 - 8 40.4 47.2 33,6 22.0 22.5 21.4 4.4 4.2 4.6 33.3 26.1 40.5

Welcome Back, Kotter 7-730 78.3 78.4 78.4 18.0 17.9 18.0 2.7 2.9 2.5 1.0 0.8 1.1

Barney Miller. . 730-8 32.4 39.0 25.9 42.2 41'.4 42.8 18.6. 14.2 23.0 6.8 5.4 8.2

Hawaii Five-0 8 - 9 25.3 33.7 17.0 45.4 44.8 45.9 32.1 16.7 29.5 6.2 4.8 7.6

Tony Randall Show. 8-830 23.4 24.9 21.9 35.6 36.6 34.5 16.6 15.9 17.? 24.5 22.5 26.4,

Nancy Walker Show.. 830-9 27.0 23.8 30.3 33.2 34.0 32.2 17.0 2q.0 1./J.1 22.8 22.3

Barnaby Jones 9- 10 18.3 22.3 14.4 44.0 22.1 21.,8 25.0 22.0 27.8 12.7 11.3

,23.4

14.2

Dick Van Dyke & Co.. . 9- 10 37.9 41,2 34.8 27.4 26.5 28.3 , 10.6 10.3 10.8 24.1 21.9 26.1

Streets San Francisco. 9- 10 25.3 28.8 21.7 46.7 46.1 47.2, 22.7 21.3 24.1 5.4 3.9 7.0

Friday Programs.

Local TV news 6-630 5.6 7.2 4:1 54.5 56.4 52.6 32.2 29.2 35.0 7.8 7.1 . 8.3

To Tell the Truth. . 6-630 17.7 18.8 16.6 65.4 64.2 65.5 16.6' 16.1 17.2 0;9 0.7

Adam 12 630-7 22.9 29.6 16,2 45.5 46.0 44.9 23.7 18.8 28.6 7.9 5'.5 10.4

Andy Williams 630-7 8.5 8.5 43.4 19.8 20.7 18.9 16,0 17.6 , 14.5 55.6 '53.2, 58.1

Partridge Family 630-7 53.0 48.5 57.7 40.0 42.4 37.7 6.2. 8.3 4.0 0.7 0.8 0.6

Donnie & Marie . 7 - 8 55.2 47.6 .63.1 31.1 34.7 27.4 12.0 15.2 8.5 1.8 2.6 1.0

Lawerence Welk . . 7 - 8 4.1 4.1. 4.1 15.4 14.7 16 56.6 57.7 55.6 23.8 23.5 24.2

Sanford and Son. . , 7-730 44.9 52.6 37.3 40.0 36.1 43!7 12.2 9.1 15.3 3.0 2.2 3.7

Chico and the Man. . 730-8 37.6 39.9 35.2 43.8 42.3 45.3 13.9 13.0 14.9 4.1 4.7 4.6

Rockford Files . 8 - 9 33.5 41.5 25.6 44.6 :42.0 47.1 14.3 11.,0 17.7 7.6 5.5 9.6

Serpico 9- 10 15.5 21.4 9.5, 21.1 24.5 17.6 11.2 11.3 11.1 52.2 1 42.8 61.7

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.
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Table 20 (cont'd)
Q

Saturday 'Programs:

Time

B'cast

"1 of my favorites" "All right /so -so" donTlike it" "Meyer seen it"

All Boys Girls All Boys Girls All Boys. Girls All Boys. Girls

Local TV news 6-630 5.170 6.6 %. 3.7% 54.2% 56.2% 52.3% 133.0% 30.2% 35.7% 7.7% 7.0% 8.3%

Hollywood Squares. . . . 6-630 5.0 5.1 4'.4 38.1 37.9 38.4 )50.9 49.6 52.0 6.0 6.8 5.2.

Dolly 630-7 8.6' 6.5 10.6 ,15,6 13.7 17.6 32.3 33.6 31.0 43.5 46.1 40::

Hee Haw 630-730 13.5 14.9 12.2 31.8 33.0 30.7 47.7 44.9 50.4 7.0 1.2 6.8

Emergency 1 - 8 45.1. 46.1 43.5 44.1 43.8 45.4 8.8 7.9 9!8 1.4 1.1 1.2

Holmes & Yoyo

boc

7-730

730-8

61.9

15.5

69.3

15.3

54.7

1514

,25.3

31.4

21.5

29.7

28.9

33.0

5'.5

16.8

3.8

19.0

;7.1),

'14.6

7.4

33.5

5.4

36.0

9.2

37.0

Mr. T. & Tina 730-8 40.6 38.4 42.8 33.2 34.4 32.1 12.9 14.6 11.1 13.3 12.6 14.0

Mary Tyler Moore Show. . 8-830 24.9 18..5 31.4 42.9 40.3 45.3 22.2 28.4 16.1 10.0 12.8 7.2

Starsky & Hutch. . . . . 8 9 79.6 80.6 78h8 ,15..1, 15.1 15.0 2.7 2.4. 3.0 .6 1.9 3.2

Bob Newhart Show : , 830-9 22.5 19.4 25.4 40.6 38.1 42.2 21.2 42.3 18.2 15.8 11.3 14.2

Carol Burnett Show . 9- 10 41.3 33.5 49.1 35.4 36.6 34.2 15.5 19.7 11.4 7.8 10.2 5.3

Most Wanted 9- 10 28.9 20.9 0 19.5 24.3 26.6 22.0 9.3 9.8 8.7 42.3 34.8 49.8

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page Of the table.
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Effects of the grade level of students

Grade level, reflecting both age and education, appeared to have marked
effects on the' program preferences reported in Table 21. For sixty-two of the
eighty -six evening.programs listed ALfable 21, there appeared to be a general
,trend--the higher the grade level drThe students, the lower were the per-
jcentages who reported the programs as favorites. One reverse trend was noted in
th6 case of "Sybil," a serious adult drama. These "trends," however, did not
always occur in systematic, step-ladder fashion, and frequently slight variations
were noted among adjacent grade levels.

With respect to disliked programs; an'obverse relationship was noted to a
lesser degree. That is to say, the older the children --{{the higher were the
percenta'bet reporting a distaste for thirty-nine of the?programs. A reverse
trend was noted in three cases ("Monday Nite Football," "Sybil," and "Most
Wanted")--the older the children, the lower the percentages' reporting them as
disliked.

In the case of "Local TV news," broadcast at 6:00 P.M. on each day, Monday
through Saturday, a greater preference by fourth graders was noted. Differences
among the other grade levels in the percentages who reported it as a favorite
were not great. Observing the percentages that reported "local TV news" as
disliked, a slightly greater distaste was noted among the junior high students.

On balance, the above -observations suggest that the overall television
"menu," as represented by the listed programs, tended to be more palatable to
the younger children. One must remember, however, that "movies" and "specials"
which do occupy a significant segment of that "menu," were not included in the
program listings.

Effects of the variable of race

Raced as a variable, of course, does not lend itself to analyses of "trends."
When examining the percentages reporting programs as favorites (Table 22); Blacks
And American Indians generally reported proportionatel)/ greater preferences
than did Whites and Spanish-Mexicans. ,AmOng the four, groups, of the eighty-six
evening programs,. forty were preferred most by American Indians; thirty-two
by Blacks; three, by Spanish-Mexicans; and only one by White children ("The
Carol Burnett Show"--!9:00 P.M. on Saturday).

Turning to the programs reported as disliked, of the eighty-six.listings
thirty -four were disliked significantly more by American Indians. Among the
other groups, greater dislike was expressed for seventeen, seven, and six
programs by Spanish-Mexicans, Whites, and Blacks, respectively.

14i



Table 21

EFFECTS OF AGE AND EDUCATION (GRADE MI UPON STUDENTS' ATTITUBES TOWARD

TELEVISION PROGRAMS BROADCAST IN THE EVENINGS, 6:00-10:00 P M.*

(Percentages of students in the fourth through the ninth grades who reported their attitudes)*,*

Nwe

Attitudes Of Students --bv Grade Level

Time It s one of my favorites" "It s a 1 right/so-so" 'I don t like it

Sunday Programs: 2-1'cast 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th 4th ;th 6th ith 8th 9th R-Fgralirgirg

Bill Cosby Show

60 Minutes

World of Disney

Six Million Dollar Man

Sonny & Cher Show. ; .

Sybil (The Big Event).

Kojak

Delvecchio

Monday Programs:

6 - 1 57% 50% 46% 40% 34% 33% 26% 28% 32% 35% 39%

6 1 2 2 2 2 4 5 lt 10 -11 17 16

6 - 1 57 42 37, 28 21 s. 14 40 55 59. 68 14

7°- 8 13 61 59 52 49 39 22 2Q 36 40 45

1 - 8 32 21 14 10, 10 7 38 48 44 49 46

1- 10 22 26 25 28 33 34 16 20 20 20 18

8 9 22 17 14 12 11 12 , 36 41 39 41 46

9- 10 12 9 10, 8 8 6 ,14 19 19 19 22"

6-630 8 5 5 4 4 5 39 45 51 756 63

6-630 32 20 15 10 8 8 55 65 69 10 10

630-7. 35 26 21 19 17 15 34 42. .45 48 41°

620 -1 26 66 58 53 40 36 22 29 36 41 52

630 -1 40, 28 21 11 15 11 30 38 43 44 42

1 - 8, 18 78 71 61 54 51 15 '16 22 26 36

1 - 8 54 41 40 36 30 26 29 37 42 46 41.

1 -130 30 27, 22 26 22 22 36 .38 42 45 41

430-8 23 19 11 21 16 15 14 31 40 40 43

30 27 23 22 19 21 33 . 36 41 43 45

8- 11 38 42 39 40 38 41 19 19 21 20 24

830-9 24 22 20 20 19 19 16 23 21 22

- 10 1 6 1 7 7, 1 8 1 10 13 14

Local TV news

To Tell the Truth.. . .

Adam 12

Partridge Family . . .

Wild Kingdom ,

Captain & Tennille . .

Little House on Prairie

Rhoda

Phyllis

Maude 8-830

Monday. Nite Football'.

All's Fair

Executive Suite. . .

(

39% 4% 8% 8% 9% .8% 11%

18 46 48 "49' 41 42 43

78 1 2 3 4 3 1

52 4 4 4 1 6 8

.46 24 24 35 35 36 40

2G 16 13 14 12 10' 11

43 .. 35 35 37 41 36 36

24 12 11 16 18 14 11

64 39 40 36 35 28 27

'68 11 14 ,16 18 21 23

50 21 23. 24 26 26 28

51, 2 4 6 5 7 13

43 11 24 25 29 31 33

36 4' 3 5 4 7 10

42h, .12 13 13 16, 18 23 a

47 19 23 26 20 22 22

41 24 '26 28 27 26 30

40 22 26 21 28 28 33.

25 35 33 32 33 30 26

22' 10 12 11 11, 12 13

16 H2 12 13 13' 13 14

* Programs'are those scheduled for broadcast during the period of'November 14-20. Excluded'are 'movies" and "specials."

** For each,program the number of respondents varied slightly. See Appendix B for sample sizes.
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Time

Tuesday Programs: B'cast

Local TV news 6-630

To Tell the Truth. . 6-630

Adam 12 , 630-7

Partridge Family . . 630-7

The Muppets 630 -1

Baa Baa Black Sheep. 7 - 8

Happy Days 7-730

Laverne & Shirley. 130 -8

MASH 8-830

Police. Woman 8 - 9

Rich Man, Poor Man II 8 - 9

One Day at a Time: . 83979

Family .... . 9- 10-

Police Story 9- 10

Switch 9- TO

Wednesday Programs:

Local TV news 6-630

To Tell the Truth. . 6-630

Adam 12.'. , .. 630 -1

Partridge Family . 630-7

The Jeffersons . . 630 -1

Good Times 1 -130

Hollywood Squares. . .. 7 -130

Ball Four 730 -

All in the Family. . 8 3

Alice 830-9

The Blue Knight: . 9- 10

The Quest 9,I 10

1

Table 21 (contid)

tttuesottitsf-yGraeeve

Itsoneo, ry favor tes tsa rgts07so 'I dontlike t

4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th 4.t 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th

8% 6% 5% 4% ,4% 4% 42% 45% 53% 56% 64%' 65%, 36 .40%

34 22 17 12 9 10 53 62 67 10 10 61 '12 ';15

36 27 20 17 11 15 35 42 46 49.° 48 49 21 23

75 65 56 51 40 35 22 30 38. 43 53 51 2 3

38 30 24 21 14 14 15 11 20 1 9 11 19 6 $9

36 34 30 29 28 25 12 15 18 18 17
1.7 15,i,J5

91 90 88 86 80 16 8 9,, 10 13. 18 24 1'` 1

79 76 10 69 57 51 16 19 23 26 '35 36 '3 3

45 46 42 41 50 .4.8 32 33 37 36 31 33 14 .14

40 35 32 25 25. 22 34 , 41 43 '50 51 51 17 19

30 29 28 26 29 35 19 20 22 23 23 23 23 24

42 41 42 46 42 '39 18 22 25 24 21 ,28 11 13

37 40 46 43 46 45 18 20 20 26 22 22 14 14

28' 23 21 11 J9 17 29 37 '39 46 46 49 20 20

30 28 26 26 29 31 26 32. 37 39 39 36 13 13

9 6 5 4 4 5 411 45

36 24 11 13 9 9 51 62

31 28 22 19 18 16 32 41

74 65 55 50 40 36 23 29

39 34 33 21 26 21 30 35

51 56 52 41 41 4J 25 31

10 8 4 10 3 3 34 35

18 15 14 16 11 14 °16 15

56. 52 46 47 °, 40 41 26 33

32 127 '25 24 '19 18 20 24

21 11 15 14 11 11 18 22

28 25 25 24 23 18 12 19

53 56 64 64 35 38

67 70. 70 68 11 14

45 49 48 49 22 21

39 44 53 11 2 4

36 --\41 . 41 40 12 '11

35 3O 41 41 7 7'

34 3P, -35 31 45 50

40 14 11 16 10 10

42 38 45 44-110 10

27 27 29 28r 12 13

24 29 28 28 15 18

19 20 23 24 13 9

36% ,35% 29% 21%

16 18 21 23

25 26 26 28

6 6 1 13

411 12 12. 15

15 15 11 12

1 1 2 1

6 5 7 11

15 13 13 14

20 21 18 21

23 24 18 11

13 12 10, 13,

13 12: 10 13

22 23 18 21

15 14 10 12

34 34 28 26

16 16 .21 22

24 24 24 27

6 5 7. 13

14 15 -, 16 16

8 9 10 10

54 53 56, 53

12 10 11' 11

11 12 13 13

"15 14 11. 12

19 18 18 18

9 12 8 7

See footptes at theAo tom of the first page of tile table.
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Table 21 (cont'd)

Attitudes of StUdents--by Grade Level

Time "It's one of my favorites" "It's all rIghtlso-se "I don't like it"

Thursday Programs: B'cast 4th 5th 6th, 7th 8th 9th 4th 5th 6th 7th, 8th 9th 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th

Local TV news 6-630 10% . 7% 6% 4%

To Tell the Truth. . ; . 6-630 35' 22 17 13

Adam 12'. 630-7 10 : 28

56

21 18

Partridge Family . . 630-7 74

This Week: Looking In 630-7 5 2 1 1

Gemini Man 7 - 8 48 48 43 42

Welcome ,Back, Kotter 7.730 81 82 79 78

Barney Miller 730-8 37 34 30 34

Hawaii Five-0 8 - 9 36- 30 . 26 20

Toffy- Randall Show, . . 8-830 36 41 22 21

Nancy Walker Show. . . . 830-9 41 34 26 25

Barnaby Jones 9- 10 26, 21- --/-19 15

Dick Van dyke & Co... , 9 = 10 '48 47 41 36

Greets San Francisco . . 9- 10 34. 28 24 21

Friday Programs:

.Local TV news 6-630 10 6,

To Tell the Truth. 8 8, , 6 -63,0 36 23

Adam 12 630-7 36 29'

Andy Williams 630-7 17 10

'Partridge Family .' 8 8 8 630-7 73 66

Donnle & Marie 7.- 8 81 70

Lawrence Welk 7 - 8 10 6

Sanford and Son 7 -730 57 50

Chico and the Man. P 8 0 730-8 49 41

Rockford Files 8 - 9 40' 36

Serpico, . . . ... ' 9- 10 16 16

6 4

17 13

22" 19

9 7

..,.56 \-50

(1]61 53

3 2

47 42

38/ 35

33 .34

15 14

4% 4% 40% 44% 53% 56% .65% 65% 36% 38%

8 10 54 64 68 71 72 61 , 10 13

17 16 32 42 44 5'1 s. 48 50 21 23

41' 36 23 29 38 '44 , 53 51 2 4

1 0 7 7 6 6 4 5 11 14

35. 29 14 20 20 23 26 28 5 4

71 13 14 15 17 19 19 24 4 2

28 32 38 41 42 42 45 45 16 18

21 19 34 41 45 51 50 50 8 7

17 16 28 34 39 31 39 37 '12 13

20 18 25 32 34 36 38 33 12 14

15 15 34 40 44 49 49 .48 19 23

30 28 21 23 27 31 31 31 8 ,9

22 22 36 44 41 50 51' 52 22 21

4 4' 41 45 53 57 65 65 35 38

9 10 53 62 67 70 71 67 10 15

17 16 35 42 46 51 50 50, 20/ 22

4 4 18 19 22 23 19 19 11 15

40 36 25 29 38 44 53 49 2 4

38 32 14 22 29 36 43 41 4 .6

2 1 19 17 20 14f 12. 11 34 46

36 40. 30 36 39 45 46 44 10 11

33 31 11 42 44 47 49 49 12 13

30 29 33 39 45 47 51 51. 14 17 .

1p 14 13 18 20 25 24 27 11 12

L,

34%,

15

26

6

15

5

2

21

5

19'

21

26

11

25

34

16

24

15

5'

9

55

.12

14 ,

16

42

36% 28% 26%

16 19 22

l'124 25 28

5 6: 14

15 13 12

5 4 5

2 3 3

19 20 18

5 6 6

18 18 19

11 18 20

26 29 19

10. 12 14

25 23 , 20

34. 28 .27

16 20 23

24 24 28 1

17 17 21 /..

5 7 13

9 17 25 f

63 67 72

12 14 14

14 13 16

14 12, 13

12 10 11

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.
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Table 21 (codt'd)

Attitudes of Students- -by Grade Level

Tjme ItsOne of n favor tes Itsalrgt/so-so
Saturday Programs: B'cast t 5t 6t 7t i 8t . 9t 4th. 5th 6th Jth 8th 9th

LoCal TV news " 6 -630 9% 6% 5% 3% 4% 40i 44%

,Hollywood Squares. . , 6.630 11 6 5 3 3 :3 39 , 39

Dolly
..

630-7 18 13 AO." 4 4 3 20 19

flee Haw: . .. 630-730. 31 19 412 8 7' 6 .34 35

Emergency 1 - 8 63 51' 43' 39 39 38 30 39.

Holmes & Yoyo :7-730 16 13. 68 61 53 431 14 18

Doc 730-8 25 1 16 .q 10 10, 27 29

Mr. T. & Tina .730-8 59 5 44 '39 30 . 23 ,22 21

'Mary Tyler Moore Show 8-830 35' 2 24, 25 21 20 33-' 40

Starsky & Hutch. 8 - 9 80 2 132' 82 77 74 11 12

Bob Newhart Show . . 80 -9 ' 29 24 21, 23 18 20 30 31

Carol Burnett ;Show . 9- 10 51 43 44., 43 34 '34 25 31

Most Wanted 9 -'10 28' 24. 23 22. 24 24 18 24

0-

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page

I on t e ii4-------

fth Tar 6th 7th 8th 9th

54%:56% 65% 65% 36% 39% 34% 36% 38% 27%

35 41 , 39 38 42 51 54 62 54 53

,15 15 13 12 19 27 33 37 ,37 , 40,

.36. 31 .29 21 27 .40 46 55 57 60

46 ' 50 51 50' 6 9 9 10 9 10

21 21. 34 36 4 3 4 6 6 9

30 35 34 32 13 14 18 19 18 18

35 36 39 40 , 7 10 11 12 17 19

41 45, , 49 49 17 23 26 21 23 23

13 14 18 21 4 3..3 2 2 2

40 43 47 45 16 20 23 22 c, 24 ?3

33 36 43 41 11 15 16 15 16 19

25 26 27 25 11 11 12 9 7 7

the table,
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From the rather superficial analysis given above, it would appear that
White children'were comparatively more moderate in their attitudes toward
evening television programs. Black children, on balance, were more favorably
oriented, and Spanish-Mexican children were less favorably oriented. American
Indians, on the other hand. appeared somewhat ambivalent, the percerQtages
reporting programs as favorite's or'as disliked tending to be higher han those
reported by the other three groups.

Of special interest were the.,attitudes toward programs which featured
stars or plots relating to minority groups. Four such programs which featured
Black performers were "Good Times," "Sanford and Son," "The Jeffersons," and
"The Bill Cosby Show,""all of which were reported as favorites by higher per-
centages of the minority groups than by White children. The greatest differences
in attitudestoward these programs occurred between Black and White children,
as shown in the brief tabular comparisons below:

c

A favorite of Disliked by
Blacks Whites Blacks Whites

"Good Times"' 93.3 53.7 1.4% 4.5%
"Sanford and Son" 88.7 38.2 2.8 13.7
"The Jeffersons" 85.2 23.4 2.1 15.6
"The Bill Cosby Show" 75.1 38.2 3.7 8.4

It was hypothesized that "Chico and the Man" (7:30 P.M. on Friday) would
be more popular among Spaqish-Mexicans than among the other three ethnic/
racial groups, but the results did not support that expectation."0Although a
significantly lower percentage (33.9%) of the White children reported it as a
favorite, the percentages of the other groups similarly reporting did not
differ significantly--abouthalf of each group reporting it as a favorie-

Another program of possible racially related interest 'was "The Quest"
(9:00 P.M. on Wednesday). This was a "western adventure drama" in which
initially two White children--a boy and his younger sister--were kidnapped by
Indians.- Later; the boy escaped and the plot centered around his efforts to
locate and rescue his sister. Throughout, the boy, later turned,o0n, manifested
a favorable, sympathetic attitude toward the Indians. It was by othesized
that American Indian children might be more favorably oriented toward that
_program than children .of he ,other three racial/ethnic groups, and data in
Table 22 tend to suppor that expectation. A significantly greater percentage
of American Indiana- thi/dren reported that program as a favorite (35.3%) than
was the case for the other three groups, in the latter ,the percentages so
reporting ranging from 16.0% of the Spanish-Mexicans to 23.6% of the White
children.

A final observation of potential interest is that all four of the "serious
adult drama" programs--"Rich M4p,.Poor Man II" (8:00 P.M. on Tuesday),
"Family". (9:00 P.M. 'on Tuesday on the same network), "Executive Suite" (9:00
on Monday) and "Sybil" (7:00-10:00 P.M. on Sunday)--were reported as favorites
by proportionately.more Black children than by those of the other groups.
The basis of Blacks' comparatively greater preference for these programs is not
known.

15)



Table 22

EFFECTS OF RACE UPON STUDENT'S ATTITUDES TOWARD TELEVISION

PROGRAMS BROADCAST IN THE EVENINGS, 6:00-10:00 P.M.*

(Percentages of students in the fourth through the ninth grades who reported their attitudes)**

Sunday Programs:

Time

Blc4st

Attitudes of Students- -by Race

"1 of my favorites"

0

"All right /so -so" "I don't like it,'!

Span/ Abler.

White Black Mex'n Ind'n

Span/ Amer. ,

White Back Mex'n Ind'n

Span/ Amer.

White Black Mex'n Ind'n

Bill Cosby Show. . .

60 Minutes

World of Disney. .

Six Million Dollar Man

Sonny & Cher Show. .

Sybil (The Big Event)

Kojak,

Delvecchio.

Monday Programs:

6 - 7

6 - 7

6 7

7 8

7 8

7- 10

8 , 9

9-19

6-630

6-630

630-7

630-7

630-7

8

7 - 8

7-730

73078

8-830

8- 11

830-9

9- 10

38.2%

2.8

31.8

53.1,

14:9

27.1

12.2

7,8

4.5

14,5

19.9

54,5

20.5

65.5

39.5

24.1

17.5

38.2

20.4

5.3

75.1% 46.8%

2.5 4.5,

34.7 29.1

74.4 64.0

18.9 18,0

34.5 33.6

28.5 13.5

14.2 X11.17

7.3 6,4

19.3 17.9

29.9 23.1

53.8 50.5

22.8 23.4

68.;6.,,,-61:6

30.1 3;6

25.5 22.6

23.5 17.3

50.6 39.6

22.4 17.6

14.7 9.3

42.17

3.3

44.f

61.2

20.8

28.2

18.5

16.9

4.2

20.2

34.5

52.9

32.8

65.5

47.1

27.5

15.5

23.5

46.2

21.0

8.3

34.9%

14.3

63.4

40.3

45.5'

17.'6

41.1

1 g. 2 ,

53.8 .

67.3

44.8.

38 6'

40.7

25.7

40.3

42',9

40.0

40.5

22.3

20.0

11.3

18.4%

2.5

59.0

23.4

48.5

25.2

43.1

22.2

51.2

65.0

46.2

38.5

36.2

24.8

42.9

43;6

37.6

38.7

15.2

20,6

15.6

32.4%

11.6

67.3

30.6

47.7

25.5

36.9

23.3

51.8

57.1

42.6

44.1

37.8

26.4

43.6

40.6

40.0

36.7

17.1

23.1

15.7

29'.8%

9.2

52,1

32.2

45,0

23.9

34.5.

16.1

42,4

60.5

38.7

.38.7

36.1

21.8

34.5

34,2

28.4

29.4

21.0

23.5

15.0

8.4%

45.0

3.3

6.1

33.3

12.4

38.2

15.9

34.1 '

17.4

25.7

6.3

27.0

5.5

15.4

22:6

'27.2

28.8

31.7

11;0

12.2

3.7%

50.5

3.7

1.9

28.6

10.7

24.2

15.8

30.5

15.0

18.6

6.6

25.8.

5.4

18.8

18.0

22.2

17.3

'28.5

7.4

14.5

8.1%

49.1'

2.7

'5.4

27.9

14.5

39.6

12.0

36.4

25.0

25,0

4,5

'23.4

10.0

15.5

22.6

,28.2

27,5

36.0

13.0

11.1,

13.2%

49.2

1.7

5.0

25.8'

18.8

44.5

1?.5

47.5

17.6

20.2

7:6

25.2

7.6

11.8

26,7

39.7

33.6

'26.9

16.0

20,0

Local TV news

To Tell the Truth. .

Adam 12

Partridge Family .

Wi41 Kingdom

Captain & Tennille

Little House on Prairie

Rhoda

Phyllis

Maude

Monday Nitb Football

All's Fair

Executive Suite'. .

* Programs are those scheduled for broadcast during the period of November 14=20. Excluded are "movies" and "specials.'

"'For each program the number of respondents varied slightly. 'See Appendix B for sample sizes.
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Tuesday Programs:

Local TV news
a

To Tell the Truth.

Adam 12

Partridge, Family .

The Muppets

Baa Baa Black Sheep.

Happy Days ,

Laverne & Shirley. .

MASH

Police Woman

ich Man, Poor Man II

ne Day at a Time. .r

amity' (

Police Story

Switch

Wednesday Programs:

Local TV news

ToTell the Truth, .

Adam 12

Partridge Family ,

The Jeffersons .

Good Times

Hollywood Squares.

Ball Four

All tn the Family..:

Alice,

Table, 22 (cont'd)

"1 of my favorites" All right/so-so"

Time Span/ Amer., I Span/ Amer.

B'cast White Black Mex'n Ind'n White. Black 'Mex'n nd'n

6-630 4.4% 7.8%

6-630 15.8 21.4

630-7 19,9 29.2

630-7 53.3 51.5

630-7 22.7 25.7

7 = 8 30,6 23.7

7-730 84.6 87.0

730-8 66,0 70,E

8-830 49,4 21..9

8 - 9 27.5' 40.5

8 - 9 25,4 59.2

830-9 43,5 28.0

10 39,5 67.0

9'- 10 17,4 37.2

9- 10 28.4 29.1

6-630

6-630 16,6 23.5

630-7 21,1 32.2

630-7 52,8 54.1

630-7 23.4 85.2

7-730 42.1. 93;3

7-730 5,1 5.4

730-.8 13.8 16.8

46.3 49.1

23.11 26.9

The Blue.Knight.- , tu

The Quest..... 10H

13,02
23.6 21.

I do t like it"

Span/ Amer.

Mex'n Ind'nWhite Black

6.4% 6.8% 54.9% 50.6% 52.3% 43.2% 33.7% 31.9% 31.2q 43.2%

15,6 23.1 65.9 60.2 62,4 54,7 17.2 17.1 22.0 20.5

27,3 35,3 45,5 46.1 40.9 25.8 19.5 26.4 19.8

52.7 52.2 39.7 40.5 40.0 39.1 5.0 %7 0.1 0.2 .A

25.7 22.2 J7.9 17,9 \'18,3 17.9 10.1 13,1 10.1 14.5

23,9 46.2 15.9 18.3 20.2 13.3 17.3 11.9 16.2

87,3 89,81c 14,1 11.7 11.8 6.8 1.0 tr.7 0.9 3,4

69,1 63,4 26.9 22.5 ,24'.5 26.3 6.0 4,4 3.6 6.8,

32.7 56.0 33.2 37.3 33.6 29.3 12.1 26.4 20.0 10.3

26.6 42.2 46.2 38.9 47.7 36.2 20.2 16.3 18.3 14.7

37.4 27.6 21.5 20.2 .23.4 26.7 22,4 13.7 15.9 '25.9

38.5 51.3 24.5 24.0 22.9 15.7 11.5 15.3 18.3 14.8

54.1 45.8 21.7 18.1 20.2 16.9 , 13.1 7.6 11.0 23.7

28.4 32.2 41.8 37,0 41.3 38.1 21.4 16.8 20.2 17.8

23.4 37.1 35.3 34.2 34.6 26.7 12.3 14.5, 18.7 20.7

7,7 54.9 50.8 52.3 41.0 29.0 31.4 32.7 43.6

16,7 221, 66,1 59,4 60.2 55.9 16.5 16.3 22.2 21.2

27.8 39.8 44.5 45.6 39.8 36.4 25.3 18.0 27.8 17.8

51,4 54.2 33.0 4,4 0.9 0.8 6.2 6.0 6.5 9,3

26.6 37.0 40.8 10.1 43.1 33.6 15.6 2.1 16.5 18.5

53,7 60.2 39.7 4.6 38.0 30.5 4.5 1.4 1.9 5,9

6.5 7,7 36.8 30.4 24.3 23.1 51.6 52,9 57,9 59.0

16.8' 14.7 14.1' 16.1 10.3 15.5 9.7 15.6 14.6 13.8

44,4 49.6' 38.5 35.4 41.7 35.0 10.4 11,6 6.5 9,4

22.9 33.0 26.1 , 24.8 21.1 113.7 ,12.7 14.1 10.1 17.4

17'8
29,1 24,5 25.6 17,8. 23.1 Pd '17.4- 19.0 19.6 17,11'

16.0 35,3 17.3 17.8 16.0 18.1 8.5 14.5 13.2 12.1

See footnotes at the bottoM of the first page of the table.
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Table 22 (cont'd)

Thursday Programs:

Time

B'cast

Local TV news. . . 6430

To Tell the Truth: . 6-630

'Adam ,12 630-7

artridge Family . . 630-7

This Week: Looking In. 630-7

Gemini Man , 7 - 8

(Welcome Back, Kotter 7-730

!Barney Miller 730-8

Hawaii Five-0 8 - 9

Tony Randall Show.,,, 8-83G

Nancy Walker Show... 830-9

Barnaby Jones. . . . 9- 10

Dick Van Dyke & Co.. '9- 10

reets San Francisco, 9, 10

Friday Programs:

Local TV news

To Tell the Trtith.

Adam 12

Andy Williams. . .

Partridge. Family .

Donnie & Marie .

Lawrence

Sanford alid Son. .

Chico and the Man.

Rockford Files

Serpico, . .

6-630

6-630,

630-7

630-7

630-7

7 - 8

7 - 8

7-730

730-8

8 9

9- 10

"1 of my favorites

Span/ Amer.

White Black Mex'n Ind'n

"All right/so-so"

-Span/ Amer,

Whitel Black Mex'n ind'n

don't like it"

Span/ Amer.

White Black Mex'n Ind'n

5.0%

16.1

20.8

53.2)

.0.9

37.8

77.0

31.0

23.0

22.6

25.6

16 7

3 3

2 2 .

4.9

16,6

20.8

7.7 )

52.8

56.3

3,5

38.2

33.9

33.0

'14.5

8.3%

23.4

,31.2

53.0

4.1

56.7

85.9

38.6

38.3

25,9

35.0

28.7

33.3

42.5

8.9

24.5

31.3

12.1

54.0

45.6

6.5

88:7

55.9

36.1

19.0,

7,5%.

19.4

'27.6

'50.5

1.9

33.6

85.2

32.7

19.4

27.1

32.1

15.1

41.1

29.6

6.6

18.7

27.1

7.5

''49.5

59.3

1.9

48.6

50.5

23.8

13.2

6.9%

21.7

38.5

53.0

6.0

53.4

83.6

-45.6

38.5

25.9

27.8

29.9

41:0

38:5.

7.0

21.7

41.7

13.3

53.9

55.4

7.0

60.5

50.0

42.6

24.8

Aw

54.8%

67.3

45.4

40.1

'4.9

22.5

19.3

43.1

46.4

35.4

33.1

45.0

27.1

48.2

55.3

66.1

39.3

18,.9

40.4

31,0

15,2.

44,9

46.5

45.7'

21.4

50.9%

61.1

45.2

39.4

9.5

18.4

11.1

37,5

40.0

37,8

34.5

40.3

30.1

40.1

51,1

60.4

45.4

25.0

38.7

34.0

16.3

7.6

29.8

'39.0 ,

20.4

50.5% '43.1%

61.1. 62.6

36.2 ,37.6

43,0 '38.5

5.6 /10.3

24.3 / 17.2

)4.8 7.8

44.9 3442

49.1 353-

38.3 31.9

3.0 7-.1J

.0 14.2

25.2 29.1

40.7 39.3

50.0 43.5

59.8 57.4

46.2 35.7

23.6 23.0

43.0 35.7

26.9 26.8

13.2 16.5

42.9 28.9

41.0' 36.0

42,9 39.1

20.8 16.g

32.7%

16.0

25.1

6.1

15.4

4.3

2.8

18.5

24.2

15.7

16,6

25.5

10.2

23.8

32.1'

16.5

24,4

15,7

6.3

11.3

58.8

13.7

14.7

14.1

10.8

31.5%

15.0

19.7

6.5

15.1

4.4

2.3

20.4

16.6

20,3

16.8

19.7

.13.6

15.2

30.9,

14:6'

19.9

17.5

5.9

17.1

44.0

2.8

11.4 ,

15.0

12.2

36.4%

19.4,

301

5.fi

12.6.

4.7

0.0

20.6

25.0

15.9

18.9

37.7

7,5

'25.0

35.8

21.5

29.9

17.9

6.5

10.2

57.5

6.7

7.6

24.8

13.2

41.4%

153,

18.8`.\

6.8

22,2

8.6

4.3

14.9

18.8

28.4

32.2

26.5

13.7

18.8

40.9

20.9

17.4

21.2

8.7

17.0

59.1

9.6

7.9

12.2

18.6

See footnotes/at the bottom of the first page of the table.
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Table 22 (cont'd),

Saturda Pro rams:

tocal TV new

Hollywood Squ

Dolly

Hee Haw

Emergency

Holmes & Yoyo

Ddc

Mr.. T. & Tina

Mary Tyler Moore Show 8-830

Starsky Hutch.. 8 - 9

Bob NewhM Show . 830-9

Carol Burnett Show . . 9- 10

Most Wanted 9 -10

"1 of n' favorites"

Time Span/ Amer.

B'cast White Black Mex'n )nd'n.

. . 6-630 , 4.6% 7.4% 6.5% 7.1%

res, . . 6:630 4.8 4.8 6.5 10.5

6307 8.4 8.5 8.4 15.2

630-730 13.6 12.3 10.2 19.3

7 - 8 33:8 49.9 49.5 '57.7

7-730 60.7 66.3 64.8 69.6

730-8 14.3 19.9 17.64' 25.7

730.8' 31.8 42.6 48.1 51.3'

25.0 25.0 23.1 27.7

78..8 p86.3 79:8 81.6

23.1 18.3 20.6 214

42.0 40.4 36.1 36.0

21.1 39.5 33.3 40.2

"All right/so-so" "I don't like it"

Span/ flier. Span/ Amer.

White, Black Mex'n I d'n 0 White Black Mex'n Ind'n

55.1% 50.6% 50.0% 46.0%

39.5 33.5 26.9 22.8

15.5 16.6 13.1 17.9

32.4 22.1 25.9 33.3

46.2 39.0 35,8 '32.4

25.6 24.3 25.9 18.8

31.9 29.4 26.9 25.7

34.3 27.0 35.2 31.0

44.0 38.1 39.8 32.1

15.6 10.1 16.5 13.2

42.7 29.4 33.6 30.6

36.1 29.4 38.0 31.5

23.8 27.9 26.9 20.9

032.8% 11.9% 38.O

50.2 53.2 60.2 57.9

32.0 32.6 36.4 33.9

36.8 53.6 55.6 42.1

8.6 9.1 13.8 7.2

5.5 5.3 3.7 8.9

16.3 20.6 19.4 15.9

13.5 10.6 10.2 7.1

22.0 .23.5 19.4 28.6

.8 2.3 0.0 3.5

2d.2 26.3 20.6 31.5

14.9 19.2 14.8 23.4

8.7 11.6 11.1 17.0 ,

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table,
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`.

,Effects of thevariable of ur /rural residence.

I

105'

Although of relative low popularity, "local TV news' --broadcast on each of
six days, Monday through. Saturday, at 6:00 P.M.--was reported as a favorite by
proportionately more children residing in Wichita t .ban by those in towns or
pral ar The differences among the four residence groups ip reporting,
however, were not' great.

In Table 23 some "trends" will be observed, apparently reflecting
differences attributable to the "degree of urbanization." Frequently, however,
the two middle categories ("town" and Brural/non7farm") tend to obscure definite
trends. At times the attitudes reported/by these two categories of students
are quite similar. At other times, attttudes of children in towns appeared
to be closer to those of children in Wichita, while those in rural/non-farm
homes approximated those on farms. Among a' majority of the programs listed,
however, there were'significant differences between preferences of children
in Wichita and those of children who reside on farms. To put it another way,
the ends of the urban/ural continuum frequently reflected signifcant di-
ferences in attitudes. In most instances, the percentages of. Wichita children
who reported programs as favorites exceeded tho'se of farm reSidents. The
exceptions to this generalization were noted in attitudes toward six programs
the preferences for which were significantly higher among farm children:
"Wonderful World of Disney" (6:00 P.M. on Sunday); "Wild Kingdom" (6:30 P.M.
on Monday); "Little House on the Prairie" (7:00 P.M. on Monday); "Monday
Nite Football" (8:00 P.M.); "The Quest" (9:00 P.M. on Wednesday); and "Hee
Haw" (6:30 P.M. on Saturday).

With respect to the disliked programs, reverse trends did not occur as
frequently. This suggests that farm children, while their preferences for the
programs on the television "menu" Were, on balance, lower than those of city_
children, tfley were not correspondingly nor consistently more negative toward
that "menu." For only twelve programs did farm children report a significantly
greater dislike than city children: "Sonny & Cher," "Kojak," "Adam-12," "Rhoda,"
"Phyllis," "Maude," "Rich Man, Po6r Man II," "Police Story," "The Blue Knight,"
"Barney Miller," "Sanford and Son," and "Chico and the Man."

Effects of the numben of sets in the home. An analysis of this variable
was based on the hypothesis that in multiple-set homes, children might'have-
greater freedom and latitude to view programs of their choice. With possibly
greater exposure to a broader spectrum of programs, the' percentages' reporting
given programs as Favorites might be somewhat lower in multiple-set homes than
in single -,,set homes. Table 24 provides the results Of the analysis.

Of the eighty -six programs analyzed, slight trends were noted in the
percentages reporting twenty-nine programs as favorites--the greater the number
of sets in the home, the lower werp the_Percentages. The reverse, was tru-e,,
however, in ten instances. The results, therefore, do liot appear to warrant
any broad generalization about tfie effects of multiple-set availability on
attitudes of\children toward evening television programs. '
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Table: 23.
/

EFFECTS OF PLACE OF RESIDENCE'UPON°STUDENTS1 ATTITUDES TOWA4D TELEVISION

PROGRAMS BROADCAST.IN THE EVENINGS, 6:00-10:00 P.M.*

(,
(Percentages of students -in the foin'th through the ninth grades who reporte their attitudes)**

.Attitudes of Students--by Place of Residence

Sunday Programs:

Time

B'cast

"1 of my faVOrites" "All right/so-so"

Wich-

ita

. Rural

Non-

Town Farm Farm

Wich-

ita

Rural .

Non-

Town farm Farm

Bill Cosby Show. . . . 6r7 44.9% 38.1% 38.5% 33.9% 31.9% 34.4% 36.8% 37.8%
(' 60 Minutes 6 - 7 3.2 . 2.6 '2.5 1.1 14.1 14.1 14.6 11.0

World of Disney. . . 6 - 7 31.2 32.1, 37.5 39.0 63.2 63.9 59.4 60.4
-i)( Minion Dollar Man 7 - 8 57.1 54.3 50.8 58.0 37.0 39.4 39.9 37.6

Sonny & Cher Show. . 7 - 8 16.5' 12.9 13:9 11.0 45.3 44.4 46.9 39.8.
Sybil (The Big Event). 7 10 29.8 24.2 26.3 20.6 19.1 17.5 18.4 19.4
Kojak 8 - 9 15.4 13.6 7.7 '41.5 39.1 41.9 38.1
Delvecchio 9- 10: 9.9 6.4 4.4 19.5 19.9 29.0 23.2

Monday Programs:

Local TV news. . . . 6-630 , 5.4 3.8 3.8 4.5 5a.2 56.3 .55.4 55.3
'To Tell the Truth. . 6-630 15.'9 12.7 14.2 13.7 65.6 68.3 '68.7 68.1
Adam 12. . . 610-7 23.5 20.8 14.7 16.6 43.6 46.8 49.3 41.4
Partridge Family . 630-7 54.2 55.2. 54.7 56.1 38.6 38.4 38.5 39.41
Wild.KingdoM 630-V 20.1 21.5 24.4 28.3 39.5 40.0 42.7 45.0
Captain & Tennille . . 7 - 8 65.7 66.3 '66.9° 60.0 25.6 24.8 D 24.1 30.6
Little House on Prairie 7 -$ ' 37.2 39.3. ',43.0 45.9 40.9 40.2 39.5 42.0
Rhoda. 7-730 25.9 22.4 19.2 18.9 42.4 42.4. 46.0 42.8

) . . . . . . 730-8 19.9 15.2 - 14.3 12.2 39.0 39.5 43.7 33.9
''-Maude . .. . .

Monday

Maude. .

Football

8-830

8 - 11

25.4

39.4

20.6 )8.1

40.1

12.7

45.3

40.4

20.0

38.5,( 41;5 331/4.7

24.6 -13.3 27.1
. All's Fair 830-9 21.9

,40.1

17.1 20.3 14.4 20.8 19.1 20.2, 17.7
Executive Suite. . 9,- 10 7.2 5.5 5.1 3.3 12.5 9.5 14,6 7.7

"I don't like it"

Wich-

ita

6

Town

Rural

Non-

Farm

8.2% 7.8% 6.3%
46.8 43.4 42.3

3.9 2.7 1.3

5.3 6.1 7.7

31.1 35.1 32.2

11.9 13.4 13.4

'35.9 38.7 37.4

16,5 13.9 14.6'/,

Farm

9.4%

37.4

0.0

3,9

40.9

12.2

39.2

10.5

34.6 32.6 31.8 29.1

17.6 18.0 16.1,, 17.0

24.4 22.5 27.3 28.2

6.3 6.1 6.8 4.4

27.7 26.7 24.0 16.7

5.7 5.8 5.3 4.4

16.2 15.5 14.1 11.0

20.7 29.4 -25.5 24.4

26.1, 28.7 26.5 33.9

25.2 4.2 30.8 41.4

32.7 28.2 29.5 23.8

11.8 9.5 11.0 10.5

13.5 10.7 10.2 11.0

* Programs are those sch uled for'broadcaA during the. period of November 14-20. Exr uded are "movies" and "specials."

** For each progrem.the number of respondents' varied slightly. See Appendix B forsample-sizes.
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'Table 23' (cont'd)

Tuesday ,PrPgrams:,

Time

Bicast

Local TV news 6-630'

To Tell the.Truth. 6-630

Adam 12 630-7

Partridge Family . 630-7

The MuOlets 630:7

Baa Baa Black Sheep'. . .7 - 8

Happy Days . . 4 4 7-730

Laverne & Shirley. . .730-8

MASH 8430

Police Woman 8 - 9

Rich Man, Poor Man II 8 - 9

One Day at a Time. . . 830,9

Family .. . . '9 -10'

Polite Story

Switch 4 1.

Wednesday Programs:'

9- 10

9- 10

Local TV news 6 -630

To Tell the Truth. r, 6-630

Adam 12 630-7

Partridge Family . 63d-7

The'Jeffersons 630-7

'Good Times 7-730

Hollywood Squares. . 7.730

8611 Four. . 730-8

All the Famiiy. 8-830

Alice , 830-9

'The Blue Knight. . 9- 10

The Quest 9- 10

"1 of 'my favorites"

Rural

gich: : Non-

ita Town Farm, Farm

5.2% 4.4%

17.4 14.6

23.3 ;20.8

52.8 53.7.

24.1 22.2

29.6 33.0

85.4 84.0

67.6 66.7

45.1 .50.1

31.4 26.3.

'32:2 22:2

42.3 °42.

45.7 36 :3

2340 16.0:

29.6 26.2

5.8

18,3

24.8

52.8

'35.1

51.2

, 5.9

14.6

48.3

25.5

15.6

22.4

4'. 6

151

22.3

52.9

23.7

45.5;

4.8

13.8

44.5'

20;8

12.6

23.9

4.0%,', 2.2%

15.0 12.2

14,2 14.9

53.4 55.0

20.0 21.1

29.5 27.1'

83.8 82.)

63.2 64.4

47.9 44.9:

2344' '22.3

24.1 26.7

41.6

37.0

13.9

26.0

33,3

33.3

12,8,

23.3

4.5 : 2.8

16.0 14.4

15.0 18.5

54.1 53.9

19.7 ,20.0

41.1 ,42.4

4.0 1.7

14.1 ; 17.3

41.1 42.1

20.3 17.9

10.9 11.7

28.0 27.9

"All rIbt/so-so"

Rural

Non -

ita Town Farm Farm

51,0% 57.4% 56.3% 58.9%

63.8 65.9 68.5 70:7

44.3 46.8 50,9 42.5

39.7 40.2 38.8 42.2 1.

18.2 154,7 1349 . 14.4

16.3 13.7 19.0 16.0

13.2 14.8 15.1 1741

25.1 26.7 f9.8 38.9

. 33.2 32.9, 36.0 33.7

44.,1 47.8 47.8 47.5'

21.5 23,0 21.3 19.4

22.9' 24.6 28.4 33.3

2046' 23.6 21.1 31.7

40.9 42.6 43.3 35.8

34.1 35.8 38.5 40.6

52.8

63.8

43.3

40.3.

35.2

33.9

34.4

14.9

37.2

25.4

24.0

19.6

57.9 57.0'

66.6 68.4

46.7, 49.6

39.9\ 38.9

39.2 46.0

35.5 43.4

36.6 37.4

12.2 13.9

38.6 43.4

25.2 6.8

25.7 5.5

19.2 18.4

'1 don't like it"

. Rural

Wich- Nog-

itd Town Falvm Farm'

34.6%' 30.9% 11.6% 29.4%

17.7 18.3 16.1 16.6

24.5 23.4 27.5 28.2

6.3 5.6 7.0'' 2.8

11.1 . 9.3 9.3 11.1

14.6 11.4 12.4 13,3

1.1 1.0 0.9 0.0

5.9 5.6. 5.9 15.6

1442 12.1 11:3 16.9

18.9 .20.'3 21.6 21.2

21.0 22.4 21.3 -25.0

12.1 13.2 10.6 14.4

12.1 14.4. '13.6 11.7

21,4, 21' 1

4'

58.9 33,,5 i0.0. 29.6 28.3

69.6 11.1 17.2 15.2 15,5

39.3' 23.8 21.4 27.4 30.3

4242 6.2 6.6 6.6 3.9

45.6 13.6 16.7. 1344 12.8

39.0 8.3 9.6 8.7 8.5

39.1 52.0 51.9 51'.4 52.5

10.6 11.3 7.6 8.0 13.4

39.3 10.7 12.2 12.8 15.7

31.3 12.9 12.6 11.0 15.1

27.4 17.6- 1,7.1 17.0 21.8

21.2 10.5 7.4 6.1 7.3

See footnotes at the bottom of the flint page of the table.
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Table 23 (cont'd)

Thursday Programs:

Time

B'cast

Local TV news 6-630)1.

To Tell the Truth. . 41° 6-630

Adam 12 .0 630-7

Partridge Family ' 630-7

This Week: Looking In. 630-7

Gemini Man 7 - 8

4elcome Back, Kotter 7-730

Barney Miller 730-8

Hawaii Five-0 8 - 9

Tony Randall Show. 8,830

Nancy Walker Show. . , 830-9

Barnaby Jones 9 - 10

Dick Van Dyke & Co.. 9 = 10

Streets San Francisco. 9 - 10

Friday Program:

"1 of my'favoritei"

Rural

Wich- Non-

ita Town Farm Farm

5,9% 4.5% 4,6% 4.5%

18.0, 14.4 15.5 13.3

24.6 20.6 15.2 16.4

53.0 53.3 54.0 53.6

1.7 0.6 , 0.2 , 0,6

41.3.38,0 37,5 40.8

79.6 77,1 73.8 71.9'

33.5 30.9 28.6, 25.8

26.9. 23,1 18.5 19.0

24.2 22.8 20.7 16.9

29.1 122.7 23.1 15.7

19,9 15.2 13,5 14.6

38.5 8.1 35.6 33.7

.27.3 2 J '017.7 19.0

Local TV news. . . , 6-630 5.9

To Tell the Truth,. . 6-630 18.5

Adam 12 630-7 24.6

Andy Williams, ., 6307 6.9

Partridge Family , 630-7 52.7

Donnie & Marie . 7 7 8 55.0

Lawrence Welk 7 8 4.4

Sanford and Son: 7-730 47,5

Chico and the Man. . 730-8 39.5

Rockford Files . . 8 9 34.3

Serpico. . 9 10 15.7

4.6 5.0 3.4

15.1 15.7 14.0

20.6 15.,6 16,2

8.9 6.2 p4.5

53.2 53.7. 54.2."

55.4 53,8 56.4

2.7 2.7
.5'.6

40.2 35.9 37.1'

35,2 31.4, 2,1.9

32.1 33t0 23.6,

15.5 14,6 12.9

See. footnotes at. the bottom of the first page of the table.

1 6*

=11.1
"All right/so-so"

Wich-

ita Town

52,5% 57,7%

64.9 68.8

44.0 47,6

40.1 39.9

6.1 4.4

21,7 ,22.4

1 8 19,3

41 4 43.1

43.9 48.7

36.1 32.2,

33'.3 32.0

41.8 48.5

27.2 25.5

45,6 48.7'

53.1 58.4

.63.6 67,3

44.4, 48,6

194 19.2

40.0 40.2

30.9 '30.7

14.9 15.1

38.5 42.3,

4.2,145.5,

43 5 47.4

21.9

"I don't like it"

Rural

Non-

Farm Farm

58.2%

Wich-

ita Town

58.0% 33.9% 31,0%,

69.3 71:3 16,4 15,7

48,9 40.1 23.9 22.7

38:9 43.0 6,2 6.1

4.8 5.1 14,3 10.6

23.1 23.5 4.5 4.2

23.0 2.6 2.7

45.2 47.2 18.5 18.2

48.7 52.0 23.0 22.5

37.4 37.6 17.0 15.1

34.5 33,7 16.4 17.9

49.6 50.0 25.6 23.5

32.5 29.2 10.7 10.4

49.0 53.6 21.8 23.8

57.3 58.7 33.4 301

69.2 70.4 17.1 16.8'

49.6 44.1 23,5 21.5

21.4 20.3 16.5 13.6

39.5 42.5 6.3 6.5

33.3 34,6 12.4 12.0

17.,7 20.3 56.2 '60.6

471 42.1 11.3 14.5

49.6 = 53.1 13.6 14.4

46.6, 53.9 14.5 14.7

23.0 21.3 11.7 10,2

Rural

Non- ,

Farm Farm,

29.2% 28,2%

14,4 14.9

27,1 ' 31.6

'6.7 3.4

10.6 13.6

4.2 2.8

2.5. 4.5

18.7 22.5

25.4 22.9

14.8 18.0

17.0 23:0

24.2 24.2

8.0 14.6

26.9 23.5

28.1 27.9

14,3, 14.0

26.9 26.8

14.6 18.6

6.5 2.8

11.2 6.1

55.2 54,8

13.2 18'.0

14.2 18.1 -,

13.1 11.2

8.4 13.5



Table 23 (cont'd)

Saturday Programs:

local. TV news

Hollywood Squares.

Dolly

Hee Haw

Emergency

Holmes & Yoyo

Doc

Mr. T. & Tina

Mary Tyler Moore Sho

Starsky & Hutch....

Bob Newhart Show .

Carol Burnett Show

Most Wanted

W.

Time

B'cast

6-630

6-630

630-7

630-730

7 - 8

7-730

730-8

730-8

8-830

8 9

830-9

9'- 10

9 -10

"1 of my'favoritesu

Wich-

ita Town

Rural

Non-

Farm Farm

5.6% 4.0% 4.2% 2.8%

5.5 4.6 4,0. 0.6

8.8 7.7 7.5 9.2

13.6 12,4 12.8 18.6

,45.9 44.4 42.2 47.5

62,5, 59.1 63.3 58.4

16.0 16.3 9.5 14.2

42,2 35.3 38,1 33.7

26.2 23.1. 20.2 23.2

79.9 80.5 78.5 74.6

23.1 22.6 19.8 2009

42.7 39.7 39,2 25:4

25.7 18,7 18.1

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.

1616

k

"All ri9httso-se

Wich-

ita Town

Rural

Non-

Farm Farm

52:8% 58.4.'57,7% 57,4%

37.5 39.5 40.0 41,7

15.7 15.0 15.4 17.2

29.0 36.8 37.8 ,43,5

44.1 45.7 45.7 51,1

24.8 26.0 25.8 29.8,

32.0 28.0 31.9 333

32.8 32.8 37,0 38.9

42.0 44.8 46.2 45.2

14.6 15.8 15.7 19.2

39.5 42.1 43.2 49.2

33.7 37.9 38.7 49.7

24.4 23.9 23.9 27.7

0

"I don't like it"
1 -

Rural

Wich- Non-

ita Town Farm Farm

34.1% 30.5%. 29.6% 27.8%

50.8 51.2 50.4 50.3

33.6 28.7 31.7 27.0

49;4. 45.4 45.0 34.5

8.5 '8.9 10.0 9.7

'5.8 5.4 4..2 3.9

17.0 16.0 16.8 14.2

J2.7 14.7 11.1 13.7

21.7 22.4 24,8 19.8

2.9 1.9 2.5 2.3

21.7 20.2 21.9 15.8

15.7 15.3 15.2 12.4

9.8 8,3 8,5
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Table 24

1 EFFECTS OF THE NUMBER OF SETS IN THE HOME UPON STUDENTS' ATTITUDES TOWARD

TELEVISION PROGRAMS BROADCAST IN THE EVENINGS, 6:00-10:00 P.M.*

Percentages of students in the fourth through the ninth grades who reported their attitudes) **

Attitudes of Students =By Niber of Sets,in the Home.

1 of my favorites "All, right/so-se 'I don't like ft' 'Never seen it'

2 1+ 1 2 3+ 1 . 2 3+ 1, 2 3

sets' sets set 'sets sets set sets sets set sets sitsSunday Programs:

Bi 11' Cosby Show

60 Minutes

World of Disney

Six Million Dollar Man

Sonny & Cher Show..

Sybil (The Big Event).

Kodak....
Delvecchi

1

set

6 - 7 43.91

6 - 7. 2,3j

6 7 38)2\

. 7 8 59.1

. 7 8 18.6

. 7-1 10 25.3

. 8. 9 14.5

9- 10' 8.7

.Time

B'cast

Monday Programs:

T

Local TV hews

To Tell the Truth.'',

Adam 12......
Partridge Family

.

Wild Kingdom

Captain & Tennille .

42.7/ 41.8%'

2.6 4.3

31.1 26d9,

54.7 54.4

14.6 '13.1

29.0 a0.5

14.2 14.8.

8.7 9.3

6-630 4.6 5.0

6 7630 17.0 14.7

. 610-7 25.2 20.3

6 0-7 57.1 55.2

,630-7 24.6 20,5

,;(7 - -69'.0

Phyllis

Maude

Monday Ni to Football

Allt)s"Fair

Executive Suite

5.0

13.8

19.8 ,

50.4

18,8,

64,2

8-830 1(23.0 'WF',.23.7

8- 11' 36.4 40.0 43.7

830.9 19.4 21.1 21.4

9-'10 5.3 6.9 8.1

33.6% 31.9% 34.3% 6.6% 8:5% 8.9% 15.9% 17.0% 15.0%

11.9 14,3 16.0 '43,1 47.1 46.3 42.8 36.0 33.5

57.2 /64.3 67.8. 3,1 4.1 ! 2.0 1.5 2.1

34.3 39.3 39.6. 5.5, 5.7(,,- 5.5 1.0 0.4 'OA

42'3 46.0 '47.7 29.4 33.3;'' 34.3 9.5', yl

18.3 f9.1 , 19.5 12.9 12.9 10.3 43.4 .391:0 39.8

39.0, 41.6 43,3' .37.2 36.9 34A 9 2 7.3 6.9

18.6 19.9 2,1,1 13:8 16.7 16,4 59.0 54.6 53.2

50.6 54.4 55.0 34.1 33.5 34.2

66.5 66.1 67.5 15.4 18.4 18.0

43.2 .46.1 44.6 23.0 24.5 26,6

36.6 38.1 41.9 5.5 6.3 7.0

, 40,3 40.2 38.9

r
23.8 26.0, 31.4

23.0 26.0 \27..0 4.1 6.5 6.1

38.8 4p 4)0,7 12.2 15.8 19.8

41,1 40 )43.5 .,,22.4 21.0 23.0

37.5 41.6 390 25.7 26.7 28.3

36.7 40.7 43.9 28.6 27.6 25.3

21.3 20.9 22.7 33.5 32.1' 27.1

18.7 21.0 21.7 10.4 11.5 12.2

10.3 12.7 13.6 12,2 12.1 14.

10.7 7.1

1.2 0.8'

18.6 9.2

0.8 0.4

11,3 13.

3.9 2.6

4.0 5.5

,13.3 10.1

19.4 14.2

11.8' 8,4

'8.8 7:0'

51.5 46.4

72.2, 68.2

5.8

0.6

9.1

0.7

10.9

2.8

6.1

12.6

7.0

6.6

44.7

64.1

* Programs are those scheduled or broadcast durin the period of November 14-20:, Excluded are 'ma 'les° and "specials."

** For each program the number, of respondentsyaried slightly. See Appendix B foriample
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Tuesday Programs:

Local TV news

fbTell the,T4uth. D

Adam 12, . , .

Partridge Family .

The Muppets

Baa Baa Black Sheep..

Happy Days

Laverne & Shirley.

MASH

Police Woman

Rich Man, Poor Man. II.

One Day at a Time. .

Family

Police Story

Switch

Wednesday Programs:

Local TV' news

TO Tell the Thth. .

Adam 12. . 1 ....

Partridge'Family .

The Oeffersons

Good Times

Hollywood Squares. .

Ball Four. .

All in the Family.

Alice

The Blue Knight. .

The Quest. . 1

vb .

Table 24 (contld)
1

"All right/so-So"

1 2 3 +.

set sets sets

"1 of my favorites"

,Time 1 2 3+

B'cast set sets sets

6'700

6-630

630 -7

630-7,

630-7

7 8

1-730

730 -8

8-830

8 - 9

8 - 9,

°

: 5.0% 4i5%'

,18.2 16.1'

25.0 20.5

54.9 .1-

22.2 .4

29.8 29.8

85.1 035.6

68.9 66.6

42,3 ' 48.2

32.2) 29.3

,*29.2 u 28.7

5.2%

15.3

19,,3

49.5

20.9

30.8

83.9

63.7

47.4

26.0

31.6

51.5%

65.1

43.7

38.6

17.1

17.4

13.5

24.1

34.6

42.7

20,6

830-9 37.8 44.0 43.6 22.3

9- 10 41.9 40.7 48.2 20.2

9- 10 22.5 19.3 20.0 38.9

9- 10 26:1 28.7 30.7 33.5

6-630 5.6 5.0 5.6 50:9

67630 1,14 16.9 16.2 64,5

63077 , 21.9 21.6 42,6

630-7. '54.8 54,2 49.1 38.7

.630-7, 31.2 30.4 3i$1: 34.4

7-730 49.6 48.8 47:4 33.9

7-730 5.5 5.2 5.2 34.9

730-8' 12.1 15'40 16.9 12.9

8-830 45.7. 47.2 47,3 36.1

830-' 22.2 24.2 25:6 21.8

9)10 14.9 13.9 15.0 23.3

9- 10 25.3 23.0 21.7 19,7

56.1% 543%

64.1 66.1

47\0 45.1

38.9' 42.5

17,1 20,2

15.5 16.1

13.0 14.9

26.0 29.0

31.8 34.9

46.0 47.3

21.802.1

24.0 27.2

23.0 20.2

42.1 42,7

35,3 37.1

56.2_ 55,3

64.7 66.2

.45;9.44.6

39.4 43.0

37.7 41.2

35,5 38.0

36.1 34.5

14.4';15,3

38.4 40.1

27.3 28.1

24.8 26.0

18.4 20.8

t.

"I don't like it" "Never seen it"

1 2 , 3+ 1 ,2 3+

et sets sets set, sets sets

34.2% 32.8% 34.0% 9.4% 6.6%

15.3 18.8 17.9 1.4 0.9 0.7

23.5 24.5 26.9 7.9 8.1 8.8

5.4 6.2 7.0 . 1.2 .0.7 1.0

10.0 10.5 11.9 50.8 47.0 47.1

14,2 '13.9 13.5 38.7 40.8 39.7

1.2 1.0 0.9 0:3 0.3 0.2

5.2 5.9 6.7 1,8 1.5 0.7

15.3 13.4 12.6 . 7.9 , 6.6 5.2

18.5 19.3 21.0 6.7' 5.4 5.7

22.2 22.0 19,5 °, 27.9 27.5 26,8

12.2 12.7 10.9 27.7. 19,3 18.1

,12.9 12.9 11.7%, 25.1: 23.3. 19.9

19.9 20.5 21.6 18.7 )18.2 15.7

12,9 13.3 12.3. 27.4 22.7 20.0

33.4 31.4 32.9

15,0 17.7 17.0

23.3 23.9. 25.3

5;5 ,, 6.0 7.3

:13,7 14.8 13.1

7.7 8.8 9.1

51.4 51.4 53.7

10.5 10.2 11.0

12.1, 11.8 .10.1

12.6 ,i2.1 14'.4

15.2 18.1 19.8

9.6 9.0 :9.9

See footnotes at thebottom of the first page of, the table,

170

10.1 7.4 6.2

1.1 0.7 0.7

8.4 8.3 '8.4

0.9 0.4 0.7

20:7 17.2, 13.6

8.8 6.9'5.5

.8:1 7.3 6.6

64.5 60.4 563

6.1 2.6 2.5

43.4 36.4 32.0

.46.5 43.2 39.1

45.4 49.5' 47.6



Table 24 (cont'd)

Thursday Programs:

Local TV news. . ; . 6

To Tell the Truth.

Adam 12

tridge Family .

This Week: Looking in.

Gemini Man

Welcome Back, Kotter

Barney Miller

Hawaii Five -0,. . .

Tony Randall Show. .

Nancy Walker Show. .

Barnaby Jones

Dick Van Dyke & Co.. .

Streets San, Francisco...

Friday Programs:

Local TV news

To Tell the Truth.

Adam 12

Andy Williams

iPartrdge Family . .

Dannie & Marie

Lawrence Welk. . ,. l' 4
Sanford and Son. . . . .

Chico. and the Man.,. . .

Rockford-4W( , '

Serpico. w .

1.

See footnotes.it the bottom of the' first page of the table.

"1 of,Fty favorites" "All riOt/so-so"
Time 1' 2 3+ 1 ° 2 3+

B' cast set sets sets set sets sets

"I don't like IV" "Never seen it"

1 2 3+ 1 2 3+.

set 'sets sets set. sets vsets
0

6-630 5.6 %' 5,2% 6,1% 50.3% 56.4% 55.4% 34.2% 31.532.9% 9.9%

6-630 18,4 16.9 15.7 66.3 651.4 '67.6 ,14.2 17,1 ,16:3 1/1

630-7 25.6 21.3 2).2 43.7 46.3 44.2 22.7 24.4 26.3

630-7 54,2 54.5 49.9 39.0 39,2 42.7 6.1 5.7 6.6

6307 1,4 1.1 1.7 '5.6 6.1 1'2.0 13.4 '14.6 81.1

7 - 8 43,0 38.8 39.9 19.9

,5.5.

22,3 23,8 4.? 4.0 4.6 32.2

/7-730 77.5. 78.7 78.9 17,6 18.6 17.4 3.5 1 2.8 1.4'

32.9 32.0 32.3 40.1 42.1,, 45.7 19.3 19.2 '61^.3 7.7

8.- 9 25.9 r 26.0 22.8 143.9 45,1 48.6 23.6 23.0 22.4 , 6.7

8-830 22.2 24.2, 23.4 35.4 36.0 35.1 15.8 16.0 18.7 26.5

830-9 25.1 27.8 27.9 32.9 33.5 33,3 16.5 16,8 18..0 25.'5

.9- 10 19,2' 17.6 18:3 42.2 45,9 43.2 24.0 .23.9; 28.3 14.6

9 10 37.4, 38.6, 37,7 27.9, 26.8 27.9 10.9 10.6 10.1 23.8

9 - 1.0 27.3( 23.7 25.0 44.9 47.5 . 48.0 21.1 '23'.6 23,2 6.7

6-630 .7 5,3 5,7 50.9 56.7 55.7 33.5 30.9 32.5 9.9

'6-630 19.0 17,.3 16.3 64.4 64.8 66.4 15.4 17,3 16.8. , 1.2

630-7 If .8 21.5 21,2 43.8 47.1 45.5 22.8 23,5 25.3 7.7

630-7 '9.9 7.9 7.5 18.2 21.3 19.6 14.1 16.4 17.6 57.7

630-7, 53:4 54.8 49.5 39.7 38.8 42.8 5.7 6.1 6.8 1:2

7 - 8 59.1 55.2 49.8 27,6 31.5 ,34.9 10.8 11.9' 13.5 1.9

7 - 8 5.6 3.3 ' 3.3 ,.17.5 14.7f 14.0 50.2 58.8 61.4 26.7

7-730 ,45.7 43;9 45.3 39.7 40.1 40.3 11.1 13.1 11.9 3.5

730-8 3,8.9 37+8 34.7 43.9 42.7 46.1, 12.5 14.8 14.6 4.7

8 - 9 33.9 2.4 34.4 42.4 45.9 46.0 15.4 3.7 :°13.7 8.3

9- 10 1 14.8 16,.1 15.4 20.3 20.6 23.4 10.7. 10.8, 120 54.2

4.,

1

.

, 6:9% 5.6%

0.7 0.4

8.0 8.3

0.6 0.7

80.0 77.6

34.8. 31..7

'0 X0.9

6

5

23.9 2

5.74

1,

8

22.0 20.9

12.6 10.1

,24;0 24.3

5.2 3.8)

7.1 6.2

0.7 6.4

8.0 8.0

54.4 55.4

0.3 0.8

1,4 1.8

23;2; 21.3

2.8 2.5'

4.7 r,4.6

8.0 6.0

52.5 48.4

1)

173



6'

Table 24 (conf'd)

.

4

Saturday Programs:

Time

IlIcast

"1 of, my favorites" Al] right/so -.s0

1

set

2 ''

.s6ts

3+

sets

1

set

2 ,

.sets

3+

sets

Local 'TV news 6 -630 5.7% 50.6% 56.6% '55.4%

Hollywood Squares:- . . 6-630 5.7 5.0 4.1 37.8 4'88.3' 38.0

Dolly 630-7 10.6 8.4 6.5 17.6 14.8 14.7

Hee Haw 630-730 16.7 13.7 9.1 32.0 32,8 29.9

Emergency 7'- 8 49.1 44.5 41:1 ° 41,4 45.6, 47.1

Holmes & Yoyo 7-730 62:8 61.7 61.7 23.8 26.0 25.6

'Doc: 730-8 16. 15.0 14.7 28.9 31.5. 34.6

Mr. T. & Tina, 730-8, 40' '41.3 38.6 33.2 32.7 34,5

Mary Tyler Moore(.Stiow. . 8-830 22.8 25.5 26.5 41.6 43.3 44.5

Starsky & Hutch!! . . 8 9 78.7 80.6 79.5 14.6 14.7 16.3

Bob Newhart Show . 836-9 20.6 22.7 24.9. 37.0 42.1 42..6

Carol Burnett Show . 9- 10 38.5 42.1 44.1 35.3 35,/. 34.9

Most, lanted.. . . . 9- 10 24.7 23.4 24.4 23.7 24.7 24.47

I don't like it"

1

set

34.4%

50.2 ,

'29.4

f' 44:4

8,0

4.8

14.2

11 2

2371'

2.8,

22.7

, 16.2

9.4"

lever seen it"

2 3+

sets sets

31.8 32.9%

51..0 '52:0

31.8 37.0

46.4_ 54.1

8.6 10.2

5.1 7'.1"

1 2 , 3+

set, sets sets

9.8% 7.1% '6.0%

6.3' 5,7 5.9

.,42.5 /45.0 . 41.8

6:9 7.0, 6.9

c1.6\-' 1.3 1.6

/ 8.5 7.3 6.6

17.8, 18.7 /,40.8 35.7 32.1

13.1 14,5 14.4 12.8: 12.4

)21.6 21.7 12.6 9.5 7.3

2.5 ,2.7 3.9 . 2.2 1.5

20.1 21:2 19.7 15.1 11,3 .

15.0 15:9 10.0 7.2 5.1

8.7 10.0 42.2 43.2 41'.0

See footnotes at the *tom of the first page of the table.
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'-Attitudes of Students Toward Programs
Broadcast on Saturday Mornings-..

114

On the last. page Of the questionnaire, respondents were asked to report
their attitudes toward programs broadcast from 7:00 A.M. to noon on Saturday
mornings duri the survey period. A total Oftweay-four programs were listed.
Classifiedbx ype, twelve were-animated, cartoons, 'seven were "live action",
children's dr1as'and two were "game" shows. One each of "Children's variety,"
"news and current events," and 'information and edUcatIon" also appeared in the
line-up. jhe attitudinal choices mere the-same as thoSe provided fOr the
evening prObrams analyzed in.thePreceding.section-

Responses o ,alliitudents

-The popularity of Saturday morrinin programs was relatively high. With
She exception, all programs ,were reported as favdrites by 20% or more of the
respondents. The exception,' "in the New's," a five-mi to program of news
and current events broadcast nine times, throughout th mo ning, tended to
,reflect the same gene1-al distaste for news which was oted e analyses of
the evening programs.' '

Most favored and disliked programs. Table 25 presents the list
ten programs reported most frequently as favorites by the students. Thep

/le-

ten' most,disliked,4hows are also listed. Amexaminatiot or Table 25 reveals
that seven of the mostifavored programs wel.e:animated rtoons. In contrast,
only two animated cartoons appeared inthe list of the ten most disliked
programs. FiVe of the seven "live-actiOn" children's'dramas appearing on the'.
questionnaire are to be found among theiten most-disliked program This does
suggest ktomParativelyiligher preference: for:animatedlartoons than for-the,,,
other types,Of children's,-programs broadcast onSaturday.morning..

The hour of the morning did not, seem to be A significant fa:CO)? with re pect
tothe most favored programs. :Four of_the ten top favorites were Yoroadcast
before,80l0' AM..' In contrast, with one `possible excepttan, all .two of
the mOsf-disliked programs 'were broadcast at 9:00.A:M. or .later. It should be
qui6kly noted, however; that eight of the'twelve animated cartpons,whichl
enjoyed comparatiVely high popularity.were.broadtast before 9:00 A.M..
:Therefore, the type of the program rather than thehour of the morning, may have
accounted for the coMparatively Yoder popularity of programs .after

Attitudes'toward gll listed The atttitudes 'of-respondent toward
all twenty-four Saturday Morning programs are reported in Table 26. ThPlatter
reveals that or twenty-two programs,' the'percentages of children reporting
them as favorites -exceed0 the percentages reporting.them as dislied4 The
only-tv exceptions were "In' the News". and,"Ihe Shazam/Isis Hour."O'Perhaps
elqually strijcing was the finding that for twenty-one of the twenty7four programs,

-.the percehtages naming them as fa"Vorites exceeded'those\who had reported thea
as 'all "right-'soJsO'." In',.brief, it i5;'clear that'the Sa'tur'day morning, line'==
up, on balancei was very .favorably perceived'b,Athe-sample'of over 5,000 school
children in the fourth through the ninth- grades. 'd ,..

.

t.
.,,

.
,,q / . 4 -4

%

%r)t".1
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25

1
MOST "FAVORED'- "AND "DISLIKED' PROWAMS ON SATURDAY. MORNING

115

Most Favored:

52.7%Scooby Doo/Dynomutt
2. Bugs Bunny/Road Runner. 51.7

lik
"3.

4.

The Pink Panther
Jr.. Almost Anything G . ,

50.9
0.0

5. The Kroffts Super Show. . . 48.6
6. Sylvester & Tweety 43.7
7. Fat Albert & CoW Kids . . 42.7
8. Jabberjaw 39.9
9. Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape 39.3

10. Land of the Lost. 36.4,

Time Network/
Type# B'cast Station

CTN 8:30
CTN 7:30
CTN 7:30
GAM 11:00
VAR 9:30
ACT* 7:00

CTI\I' 11:00
CTN 8:00
CTN, 7:00
CDR 10:00

ABC
CBS
NBC
ABC
ABC
CBS
CBS
ABC
ABC
NBC

11.

Ten Most Disliked:
.1

36.5

30.3
19.4

1. In the OWS'

2. Shazam4s4S4oUr
3. Land of t*Lost:
4. SchOol House.Rock 19.0
5.. Kroffts Super Sh 13.0

Thejelonster 13.0
7. Fat'Albert4CosbY Kids . 12.5
8. Ark II. . . 12.1
9. Terzan; Lord of the 12.1
10 MuggsY. . . ...... 11.6

NEW *

CDR 9:00
CDR 10:00
I/ **
VAR 9:30
CDR 9:30
CTN .11:00
CDR 10:00
CTN 8:30
tDR 11:30

CBS

CBS
NBC
ABC
ABC
NBC

CBS
Ots
CBS
NBC

* Broadcast at 7:2

** Broadcast at .7:

7.:55, 8:25, 8:55,4953, 1025,-10:55,

8:25, 9:25, 10:55, and

11:25, and 11:55.

66R.- '"Children's drama"
CTN - "Arlimated cartoon"

J/E "Information & EqucAlton
GAM "Game" program.
NEW -' "News & current events,
VAR -. "Children's variety show

0

4



Table 26

ATTITUDES OF STUDENTS TOWARD TELEVISION PROGRAMS

BROADCAST ON TURDAY/MORNING1

Percentages of boys and girls in the fourth through the ninth grades who reported their attitudes12

V

Time

''Programs,: B'cast

Attitudes of Students--Overall and b Sex

"1,of my favorites'

All Boys Girls

43.4%

35.1

27.9

'9.3

42.9'

111.3

15.2

22.1

Sylvester &Iweety. . 7-725. 43.7% 44.3%

Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape . 7-755 39.3 43.7

Woody odpecker Show , 7-730 32.8 37.9

In the'News3 725-730 13.3 17.4.

Bugs Binny/Road Runner, 730-825 51.7 60.6

Mumbly Show 730-755 26.4 31.7

The Pink Panther. . 730 -9 50.9 56.7

School Houe Rock4. . . 755-8 21.1 20.2

Jaberjaw 8-825 39.9 43.8

Scooby Doo/Dynomutt . . 830-925 52.7 56.2

Tarzan, Lbrd of Jungle. 830-855 32.7 41.5

McDuff, the Talking Dog 97930 30.1 28.0

Shazam/Isis Hour. . 9-955 24.9 19.8

The Kroffts Super:Show. 930-1055 48.6 44.8

The .Monster Squad . . 930-10 29.9 37.3

AA II I1 -1025 20.2 26.8

Land of the Lost. . . . 10-1030 36.4 36.4

Big John, Little John . 1030-11 31.6 :30.1

'Clue C14b 1030-1055 21.3 32.41

Fat Albert & Cosby. Kids 11-1125 42.7 48.0

Jr. Almost Anything Goes 11 -1 50.0 48.7

Kids from C.U.E.R.. 117130 27.9 27.2,

Muggsy .' ... . 1 310 -12 25. 22.4

Way Out Games 30,-1155 30:1 34.9

36.2

49.3

23.9

32.0

30.1

52.70

22.6

13.6

36.5

33.2,

'22.4'

37.5.

51.4

28.7

28.8

. 25.5,

"A11 right/so-so"

All Boys Girls

"I don't like it" " ever seen it

All Boys Girls All Boys' Girls

32.0% 32.5% 31.3% 5.7% 6:0% 5.5% 18.6%

37.8 35.5 40.1 7.8 7.5 15.1

31.3 30.7 31.8 8.0 7.4 8.5 27.9

35,7 38A 32.6 36.5 '31.7 41.4 14.5

32.9 28.9, 36.9 7.8 4.4 11,4 7.6

17.3 18.8 15.8 9.0 9.9 8.0 47.2

32,8 30.3 35.1 10.2 7.3 13.2 6.1

29.9 28.3 31.5 19.0. 23.1 14.9 29.9

26.0 25.7 26.2 9. 9.1 9.2 24.6

30.4 27.3 33.4 7 '7.3 7.3 9,6

22.6 22.2 23.0 12.1 10.5 13.7, 32.6

24.2 24.7 23.8 10.9 13.8 7.9 34.:8

35.4 30.9 '39.9 30.3 38d5 22.2 9.3

21.9 23.1 20.5 13.0 11,0 9,1 16.5

23.6 24.4 22.8 13.0 12:2 13.6, 33.6

19.4 22.9 15.8 12.1 12)6 11.5 48.4

35,4 34.2 36.5 19.4 20.0 18.6 8.9

23.4 24.3 22.5 10.2 12.4. 7.9 34.8

20.8 22.7 18.8 9.5 10.6. 8.4 42.4

38.7 35.4 41.9, 12,5 10:9 14.1 6.1

29.1 29".4 28.6 8.1 9.5 6.7 12.8

19.7 1,9.1 20.3 11.3 14..3 8.2, 41.1

.20.6, 21.1 20.2 11.6 14.3 8.9 4 2

$24.2 26.6 21.7, 10.1 12.2 8.1 6

17.3% 19.8%.

12.6 17.4 ,

24.9 . 31.8- 4

12.2 16.7

6.1 9.0

39:6 54.8

I 5.7 6.5 .e

28.5 31.5

20.7 28.4

9.2 104:0

25.8 39.4

33.5 36.0

10.9 7.8

15,1 17.7

26.1 41.0

37.7 59.1

9.4 8.4

33,2 36.4

34.3 50.4

5.6 6.5

12,4 13.2

39.4 42.8

42.2 42.1

16.4 44.71

1 Programs are those' scheduled for broadcast on Nov. 13 and 20, 7f00 a.m. to noon.,..ExCluded are tovies" and "specials."

2Far egh'program, the number of respondents varied 'ightly. See Appendix B for sample.sizes.'

3 A five - minute Program broadcast also *7...,55', 8:25,8:55,g9:55, 10:25,.10:55, 11 :25, and 11:55.

A five,minUte program broadcW.,also-at,8:25, 9:25, 10:5 and'11:4..

17J
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Effects "of the variable of `sex

The data in Table'26 demonstrate considerable'dit fferences between boys
and girls in their preferencetfor Saturday morning television programs:
Considering only the percentages reporting programs as favorites, the boys
proportionately outnumbered4he girls in fourteen of the twenty-four listed
programs. The reverse was true in only six cases, and'four programs enjoyed
equal_preference.by'both sexes. Of the six programs preferred more by girls,
one was an animated cartoon--"McDuff, the Talking Dbg." In.Contrast, nine of
the programs preferred.more by boys were cartoon shows.

When the percentages reporting,dislikes examined, the pailsiern is
similar. 'Boys proportionately outnumbered the girls in their dislike,i
thirteen programs. The reverse was true for seven programs, and four Moyed
about equal prtference by both sexes.

This analysis suggests that boys havea more active, interest in Saturday
morning television programs, being more avid fans on the one hand, and more-
critical sn the other. The generalization is supported by the observation
that of ehe twenty-four listed programs, .,higher percentages of girls than of
boys reported_they_had "never seen"eltaentyrone programs.

P.

ti
Effects of the grade level of students

This Variable is analyzed in Table 27. For twenty-three of the twenty-'
-four progKps, the higher the grade leeLof the student the -lower was the
percentage.`which'selected each asa favorite. The one exception-was '.'7n' the
News," the preferences for which did not differ significantlly among students
in the fourth/through the ninth grades.

With respect to disliktd programs, the trends were not nearly as pronounc
and Consistent_ Generally, the fourth graders reported comPaaOvely less

.

distaste for nearly all programs.
.;.%

117

Effects of the variable of race

Ah.examination of Table reveals that among the four
,
ethniclratial'

groups13.'Saturday morning programs:appeared to be more faVorablYperceived by
BlaCk students. : Of the twenty-four Programs, seventeen were reported ,

favorites by proportionately greater numbers of Blaops... With.respec.t toWSliked
-,prograMs, only one ( "Bugs Bunny/Road Runny ") was reported more frequently tT,
Blacks, and.even for that program the diffe'ences among Blacks, Whites,.and-
American Indians were not great.'

.

% ,



iable 27

EFFECTS OF AGE ANb EDUCATION (GRAS LEVEL) UPON STUDENTS' ATTITUDES TOWARD1

TELEVISION PROGRAMS BROADCAST ON SATURDAY MORNING] p e

(Percentages of students in the fourth through the ninth grades who reported their attitudes)2

Time It s one of my favorites

Attitudes of Students--b Grade Lev

,Programs: B'cast 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th

Sylvester & Tweety. . 7-725 'A66% H55% 48% 38% 28% % 18% 26% 30% 38% 43%

Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape '7-755 70 55 45 32. 19, 18 25 35 38 46, 46

410dy Woodpecker Show . 7-730 ' 55 46 34 26 20 19 23 26 29 38 35

' ,fn the New53 725-730 18 12 13 13. 14 12 29 32 36 37 39

"It's all right/so-so "I dpn't like it

th 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th 4th. 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner. 730-825 -.X '63 4 55 47 37 37 20 '30 31 35 42

Mumbly Show 730-755 51 ' 42 30, 20, 11 "9_. r6 15 i',"20 20 17

The Pinklanther., 730-9

School House Rock''. . 755-8

Jabberjaw 8-825

Scooby Doo/Dynomutt . ., 830-925

66, 58 51' 49 43: 41 25 , 291 \33 35 37

33 27 34 7' tk 25 28 28 33 32

72, .,64, 46. '31 12 16 121 28 34 31'

78,3i,69 ;, 61 48, t!t, 16 24 27 33 41

Tarzan, Lord of Jungle. 830-855 53: 46 37 28 40 15'S 16 20 26 27 25

McDuff, the Talking Dog 9-930 51, 42 33 28 7 ,13 18 22 27 26 28

Shazam/Isis Hour, . -9-955 '40 ,31 ' 27 21' 16 31 35 35 39 39

The Kroffts Super ihow. 930-1055 75 68 58 42 23 11 ,15 21 27 30

The Monster Squad . . 930-10 51 12 33', 27 7 13 15 '21 25 29 27

Ark II. . , 1 p1025 32 26 23 20 3 10 , 15 17 18 22 22

Land of the tost. 1P030 5t 44 - 43 35 23 21 28 37 34 34 41

Big John, Little John , 1030-11 ' 47 40 35 31 22 17 ',c15 22,, 2347 25

Clue Club . , ,1030-1055 50 0 41 , 31 22 14 10 19. 21 22.0,21-- 22'

Fa'Albert & Cosby Kids 11.1125 59 51 44 40 33 31 28 '36 40 ", 41 43

Jr. Almost Anything Goes 11.1125 66 61 56 52 38 29 20 25 27 31 35

Kid's from C.A.P.E.R., . 11-1130, 42 34 '33 25 19 17. 15 17 21 22 22

Muggsy , 1130-12 39' 34 30 22 16 14 18 , 17 21 25 23

Way Out Games 1130-1155 44 38 36' '';30 15 17 25 22 28 28

35% 3r, 4% 6. 7% 6%

37 .2 ,5 9 9 '10

36 3 6 -9 8 10

41 39 42 38 38 33

38 3 9 10 10

16 5 8 9 11 10

36 .6 84 12 12 12

34 12t, 16 18 22 '25,

25 4, 5 10 12, 13

9 3 4 7 'I 11 ,. 9

'22 10 14 p12 14 12

23 6 8 11 14, 13

34. 21 29 32 33 33

26 6', 7 11 15 17

24 9 14 15 15

23 11 13 15 13

36'.12 15 18, 21 '24

28 7 7 . 11 ,,11

19 5 8. 9 11 12

45 9 5. 9 12 15' :17

35 5 6 1 7 8 19,

21 Z. 9 10 13 13!',

21'. 7 10 12 12 13

26. . 6 8 9 11 12

8%

11

11

30

9

11

11

21

12

9

12'

14

33

20 II

16 '.
12

25

13 .

11%

13

15,

1)3

1 Piograms are those scheduldcl for, broaddst on Nov. 13 and 20; 7:00 a.m. to noon, excluded are "movies" and "specials." ,

For eacIfprogr4i*ilUmberof resondents, vaitd 1 ightly. See Appendix B for sample .sizes.

3 A five-Minute program broadp,astqlso 0,7,..55:1' 8:255 8:555 9:55, 10:25, 10:55, 11:25, and 11:55.

five4tinu'te, PrOgilibroadcast also at 8:25 9:25, 10:55, and 11:25:),

'1 S1 182



Table 28

EFFECTS OF RACEtPON STUDENTS' ATTITUDES TOWARD TELEVISION

PROGRAMS BROADCAST ON SATURDAY MORNING'

(Percentages of students in the fourth through the ninth gradesw'ho reported their, attitudes) ,,
1 , 1/61

1

Programs:

Sylvester & TweetY.

Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape

Woody Woodpecker Show

In the News

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner

Mumbly Show 1

The PinkPanther
'4"

School House Rock .

Jabberjaw

Scooby Doo/Dynomutt

Tarian, Lord 'of Jungle.

McDuff, the Talking. Dog

Shaiam/Isis Hour?,

The Kroffts Super Show.

The MOnster Squad .

Ark II

Land of the Lost.

Big John, Little John

Clue Club . .

Fat Albert & Cosby,Kids,

Jr, Almost Anything Goes

' Kids from,C;A:P.E.R.,

Muggsy. . . ..

)ay OUt Games

"1 of my favorites"
.

Tim4 Span/ Amer.

B'cast White Black Mex'n Ind'n

ttitu es of Students--by

7 "All. ight/so-so"

Span/ Amer.

White Black Mex'n Ind'n

7-725 42.1% 53.8% 52.8% 49.6% 33.2% 23.6%

7-755 35.5 62:7 46.8 44.3 39.5 26.5

7=730 30'.3 45.6 42.6 '49.1 32.1 6

725-730 12.6 17.5 13.1. 16.5 36.3 3 5

730-825 49.9 61..4 62.0 60.3 34.2 ,2 1

7.30-75k. 24.1 39.1 29.8 25.1 17.4 16.7

730-9 49.7 a, 56.5 56.0° 57.,.8 34.3 25,4

755-8 18.9 35.1 21.5 23'.9 30.5 26.0

8-825. 36.7 57.7 46.7 45.7 26.1 22,6

830-925 50.0 69.1 60.7 55.7 31.9 2L2

830-855 29.2 49.2 41.7 . 49.1 23,2 21.4

9 -930 . 28.4 39.7 '29.5 37.7 241Y 23.4

9-955 22.1 40.5 35.2 29.2 36.5 29.4

930-1055 45.7 66.1 55.1h 50.9 22.9 6.6

930-10 28.3 35.4 36:8 39.5 23.5. 3.7

10-1025 18.5 27.1 .23.4 .30.7 19.4 19.2

10-1030 33.9 46.1 52.8 50.9 36.3 30.8

1030-11. 29.8 42.2 26.a .18.3 ' 23.7 19.8

1030-1055.25.2 39.5. 29.9 30.4 20.7 20.8

11-1125 37.6 77.4 4.l 45.2 41.4 18.1

11-1125 47.,8 63.5 '51..2 49.1 30.2 22.7

11 -1130 26.7 12.4. 24,3 41.7 20.0 19.1

1130-12 23.4 , 366 25.2 31.3 20.6.

1130 -1155 28.9 ''. 27.1 36.6 24.6 21.0,'

29.6%

35.8

31.5,

27:1

28.7

16.3

233,

25

35.2

1,1,0

25:5

17.

30.6

29:0

19.6

41.7

25.9

17.8

22.4

23.4

"I don't like it"

Span/ Amer,

White Black Mex'n Ind'n

31.3% 5.6% 6.8% 2.8%

35.7

25.9

8.5

8.2

4.6

8.2 '2.8,2.8, '6.9

31,3' 36.6 28,0. 41.1 34.8

26.7 7.8 9.2.0 3,7 7.8

15.8, 8.7 9.1 11.5 13.2

25,9 9.9 12.6, 12.8 1.2
23.9. 20.5 10.5 15.0 23.9

22.4 10.2, 6.2 . '7,75 10.3

26.1 7.8 4.6 5.6 6.1

20,2 12.7 8.2 !' 12.0 11.4

22.8 11.3 8.8 '8,6 10.5

32.7 32.0 22.5 21.* 29.2

20.7 14.0 6.2 14.0 14,7

27.2 13.ik 11.9 13.2, 12.3

21.1' 12.0 12.6 12.1 15.1

27.6 20.6 14.7 11,1 13.8

28.7 10.3 . 9.0 11,2 kJ:13.9

25.2 9.6 7.5 10.3 f12.2

36.5 14.2 3.1 6.5 12.2

31.0: 8.2 6.4 9:3 10.3

19.1 11.1 11.8 15.9 10.4

j.0 11.8 9.4 .13.0

26.8, 10.1 10'.3

,11.2

10) 11.6

1 Programs are those scheduled for broadcast on Nov. 13 and 20, 7:00 a.m. to ,noon. ''Excluded and,"specialse,',

.2 For each program, the number of respondents varied slightly. See Appekix B ft sample sizes

3
A fiveJminute program brea(49t also at 7:55, 8:25,'8:55, 9:55 10:25'5,10:55, 1125, and 11:55.

,)
4

A five-minute 'program broadcast also at 8:25 9:25, 10:55 and 11:25.
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Of interest is the firping that among the f6ur groups the program which
received the greatest exprftiion of preference was "Fat Albert and the
Cosby'Kids," 77.6% of the Blacks reporting-it as a favorite:. The percentages
of Whites, Spanish-Mexicans, and 'American Indians similarly reporting were
lower--37.6%, 48.1%, and 45.2%,,respectively.

Effects of the variable of urban/rural residence

In Table 29, few,linear effects of -the', place of residence were observed: In
only five cases were there "trends." The greater the degree'of urbanization, the
greater was the percentage reporting each program as a favorite: "Land of the
Lost," "Fat Albert and the-Cosby Kids,", "McDuff, the Talking Dog," "Kids from
C.A.P.E.R.," and "Way Out Games." The differences among the four residence
categories, however often were not'great.

In comparing the ends of the urban/rural continuumWchita and firm
children, twenty-two of the twenty-four programs were rep ted as favorites by
proportionately more Withita children than their counterp its on farm's. With
respect to disliked programs, however, the reverse was not true. In only five
instances did farm,children report proportionately greater distaste. This
suggests that farm children are more moderate than urban children in their
attitudes toward Saturday morning. programs.

4-,

Effects of the number of sets in the hdme

A special analysis was made'of the effects of the number'of sets in the
home upon attitudes of children toward. Saturday morning television programs.
The rationale for this analysis was based on the recognition that programming on
Saturday mornings is beamed primarily toward children. In addition, there may
well be a lower incidence of parental viewing, less conflict between parents and
children in program selection, and less "preemption" of sets by parents-and
older siblings. As a result, it was hypothesized that children ofthe 'ages7'
surveyed would have greater freedom and latitude.iwtheir selection of programs,
a Wider exposure,to more different programs, and perhaps, with multiple-set
availability, a dispersion of preferences dyer a broader spectrum of programs.

Table 30 reports the results' of this nalysis.,and proyides some support
for the rationale and hypothesis advanced above. In preferences for eighteen
of'the twenty-four programs thereoppeared to be slight trendsthe greater the

,'number of sets in the home; the lower was the perCentage of children recording
the-pograms aikfavorites. In albut one instance, the percen ges of
children in siTgle,,serhames reporting' programs as favorites:weregreatgr than
thoSe-so,reporting in multiple -set homes.

1 .
-e-v.

-\..A . . i
..tp *

-kb
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./.?,ahile 29,

,

EFFECTS ',OF:PLACE OF RESIDENCE 'UPON: STUDENTS' ,ATTITI)5ES, TOWARD

PROGRAMS BROA,OCASt,pft SATURDAY MORNING, .;'-
' ,t

fN )2(Percentagesof students in the urth ,throOgh the ninth grades who ,r'epo'rted their "iutitude's.

Pro rams:

Sylvester & Tweety, . 7-725 44.k%, 40

Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape 7-755.:
Woody WoodKcker Show . 7-730 31.11.-.301.B,

In the News': . 725-730 14.1 12,8

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner. 730-825 52,4 49.4

Mumbly Show 730-755 27.9 21.4'
The Pin Panther.), . 730-9 52,2 56.6

School House Rock'. . 755-8 22.0 18.2

Jabberbaw . . 8-825 41.4 34.0

Scooby Doo/Dynomutt . . 830 -925 54,3 49.9

Tarzan, Lord of.Jungle. 830-855 33.0 31.7

McDuff, the Talking Dog 9-930 31.5 27,3

Shazam/Isis Hbur. . . 9-955 26,6 21.1'

The Kroffts Super

Hour. ,

930-1055 51.1 42.3

The Monster Squad .u. 930-10 29.6 30.2,

Ark II 10-1025 20.9 19,2

Land o the Lost. . 10-1030 37.7 34.5

Big ifohn, Little John, 1030-11 32.4 31.4

Clue Club 1030-1055 28.9 22.0

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids 11-1125 44.6, 40:1

Jr. Almost Anything 6oeS .1,1:1125 50.8 48.2

Kids from C.A.P.E.R.. 1141130 28.4 28.4

Muggsy 1130-12 26.8 22.,6

Way Out Games 1130-1155 30.6 . 28.6

Time

B' cast

Attitudes of'Stud'ents- -by Place of Residence'
'It's one of my favorites" "It's all ri "I don't like it"

Rural ura Rural
Non- Wich- Non- WiCh- , Non-

Wich-

ita Town'', Farm Farm. _IL Town larm Farm _113_

42.3%, ., 42.1%

31.9' 35.2

32.2 30.7

9.9 11.2

53.6,

23.7

49.4

31.2% 34.5%g3.8% 33.1% 6.6%

36.5 41.8 '39.2 43,0, 7,7

31.1 32,8 32.0 31,8

34.6 38.4 37.5 43.6 36,9

32.0 35.9 35A 34,1 8.2
23.8 11,8 17.4 20:3 18.6 9,3
48.0 32.0. 36.1 34.7. 31.5 9,9.
18.6 23.0 29.8 31.3 28.7 30.9, 18,5

'37.3 36.0 24,.9 28.8 28.1 27.5 9,9
48.0 42.7 28.9 33.4 433.) 37.6 7,7'
32.0 30,4 122:0 . '24,7 12,3

25.8 24.6r`: 23.4 26.57 26:8 10,5

18.9 24.7 34.7 36.7 38.4 37,6 29,3

44.0 38.5 20.8' 26.8 22.6 21.2 12.1

30.5 25.8 23.3 ,25.8 22.5, 25.8 13,3

16.2 19.0 18.7 19.9 21.6 22,9 12,1

31.6 283 33.9 39.6' 37.31, 42,1 19,4

27,2 , 27.9 22.2 26.5 25.1^ 29.1 10,3

24.3 25,7 X20.0 23.1' 21.9 ..%21.2 9.3
36.6 34.5 37,0 43.1 42.5 45.2 12,4

45,9 47.2 28.1 .,30.3 33.4 36,0 8,1

24.6 '22.51, 19.6 18.9 21.3 21,9 11,6

22.1, 21 19.8 21.8 22.5 27.0 12,0

28.4' 25.8 23.6 26.0 24.8 303 10,4

I Programs are those scheduled for broadcastfpn Nov. 13 and 20, 7:00 a.m. to,poon. Excluded are

2 For eac program, the number of respondents varied Slightly, See Appendix B for sample sizes.

3
A five-minute program broadcast also at 7:55, 8:25, 8:55, 9'45, 10:25, 10:55, 11:255' and:11:55.

4 A five - minute program broadcastalso at Et:25 9:25, 10:56, and,114:25.,
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Town Farm Faii

7.3% 4.7% 3,4 %.

8.1 ,9.5
8.5 5.0

35.0. '15.9 ,34.6

6.9 6.9 5.6

9.1 7.3 9

,11.6" 9.9 12

20.8' 19.2 23.6

9.0 9.0 7.9

6.5 6.7 7:3

10.5 11:1 12.4

11.9 12.4 8.4

35.2 30.9 27.0

15.1 14.6 17.3

12.7 11.5 10.7 u

12.6 11.5 10.1

18.4 21.7 18.0:

10.4 10.1 8.4

10.6 8.7 10.1

11.3 15.4. 13.0

9.4' 6.7 5.6

145, 9.5 10.7

13,0 9,0 7,3

11.1 8.6 94:0

vies' and 'specials,"

w.

'ftJ
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. Table 30

.EFFkf'S OrTHE4IUMiER Of SETS IN THE HOME UPON STUDENTS' ATTITUDES

TOWARD TELEVISION PROGRAMS BROADCAST ON SATURDAY MORNING'

(Percentages of.studehts'in t fourth through the ninth grades who igported their attitudes)?.

Programs:

Sylvester & Tweety,

To &Jerry/Grape Ape .

Woody Woodpqcker Show .

In the News'

Bugs, Bunny/Road.Runner.

Mumlily Show . ... .

The Pink Panther

School House,Roc0

Jabberjaw ... .

Scooby Doo/Dynomutt .

Tarzan, Lord of Jungle

McDuff, the Talking Dog

Shazam/Isis our

The Kroffts Super Show,

The Monster Squad

Ark I,I

Land of the LOst . .

Big John, Little John . .

Clue Club . ....

Fat Albert Cosby Kids

Jr. Almost Anything Goes,

Kids from C.A.P.E.R.,

Muggsy.-. . .

Way Out Games

Time

B'cast

2.

set ets

.7-725 45.4% '2.1%

7-755 44.9 3$ 9

7-730 35.7 3.0

725-730 , 13. 2.9

730-8:25 5 .6 50.4

730-755 ',1 26.6

730-9' 3.1 50.0

755-8 22.9' 20.3:

8-825 43.6 39.3

830-925 55.9, 50.7

830-855 36.2 2

9-930 32.4, 2'.6

-9-955 29.4 23.4

930-1055 51.8 48.4

930-10 31.7 30.3..

1071025 22,5 19.6

'101030 40.3 .35.8

1030-11 34.3 30.3

1030-1055 29.3 27.5

11-1125 43.8 41.6

11-1125 / 51.5 49.3

11-1130 31.7 27.0

, 1130-12 28,8 24.0

1130-1155 30.5 29.8

A itudes,of S nts--8 Numbe of Sets in the Home .

1051311111111M
3+ 1 3+ 1

sees , set sets, 'sets, set

44.3% 30.4% 34,'1°% '30.5% 5.4%

35.8 36.0, 39,6 37.2 6.1,

31.8 31.6 31.2 31.3 . 6.5

13.3 33.6 36.2 37.80 37,2

48.5 30.9 34.2 ,,33.6 6.9

22.7 . 17 :1 1711 17.1 8.4

49.6 31.9( 32.5 34;0

0.0" 27.7 3f.8 "29.9 18.0.

35.5 ,24.9 27.2 9,1

48.2 ',29.3 30,7 31.9 6.3

28.7 22.6 ,2z2.3 23.3 - 11.1

27,6 22.9 4,0 0 26.7 9.9-

21.6 34.3 35,7 36.4 27.4

44,7 20'.4 22.4 23.1 12.2

N6 23.3 23.0' '25.2 12%4

18';0. 18.9 18.8 21.5, 11.4

32,6 '35.5 '34.7 36.1 16.4'

30.0 0 3 231

24.1, 21.4 20,4

42.6 38,4 39,3

49.3 27'.7 29.5

24.5 18.6 19.5

23.7 19.6 2T%3

30:0 24.2 23.8

24,2

20.9 9./

38.6 11;8.

30,6, 7.5.

21.8 .'10.2

21.4, , 10.8

24.9 9.1"

MINEMITW
2 3+ 1 , 2

sets sets set 'sets set'

5.4% 5.7% 18.418:4 18:5% '

8:0 '9.6 12.9 15.5 17.4

8.4 , 9.0 26j , 29.4 27.8

36.6, 35.8 157 ',14.2 13.0

7.3, 9.8 6.7 8.0 8.1

8.3 11.1 45.4 47,4 49.1 .

10.8 10.7 5.8 6.7' , 5:7

19.3 19.8 31.4 28;7 30.2

9.3 10.8 ' 22.3 25.1 26.5'

7.2 8.7,, 8.5 9.4 11.3

12.1 13.1 300 33.3 35.0

10.8 12.3 3447 35.'6 33

31.8' 11.8 9.1

12.6 '14.7 15,;6,16.5 17:5

12,5.' 14.5 )2,6 34.1 33,8

12.3 12.3 47.2 49.3 48.2

20.3 21,.5 '7,9' 9.2 9.9

10.0 11.5 33,1 36.5 34.3

8.4 '11.3 39.7 '43.8 43'.'8

12.9 12.8 6.0 6,2 6.1

8.3 8:3 13.4 12.8 11.8

11.0 13.2 .39.6' 42.5 ,40.6

11.7 12.5',040.7 43.0 42.4

10.0 11,6 36.2 36.4 33.5

1 Programs are those scheduled for broadcast' on Nov. 13 and 20, 7:00 a,m.to noon. 'Excluded are "movies ", and "specials.

2For each programi'lhe number of (e'sponde varied slightly. See Appendix B for sample sizes.

3 A five-minute program broadcast, also at 7:55/ 8:25, 8:55, 9;.55, 10:25,j 10:55, 11:25, ,ifd 11:55.
,

4 .

A five-minute program broadcast also at 8:25, 9:25, 10:55 and-11:2'S.

1.83



40 STUDENTS' REPORTS OF PARENTAL GUIDANCE ON

THE VIEWING:OF'TELEVISION_PROGRAMS

The preceding chapter presented analyses of the attitudes of school ,

children in the fourth through the ninth grades'toward specific television
Programs broadcast in the evenings from,6:00 to 10:00 P.M. and on Saturday
morning from 7:00 to noon. In this chapter, analyses will be made of_
students' reports of the parental guidance they-received on the viewing
of those programs.

Data for the analyses Were obtained from responses to'Part B of Section
Two of the questionnaire in which, for each listed program, students were
asked to select one of five choices which characterized the guidance
received from their.parents: "I must watch it"; "I shouTd watch it, but-
don't have to"; "They don't care if I do or don't watch'it";-"J shouldn't
watch it, but I may if I wish"; or "I must not watch it." The.ichoices
represented a five-point scale along an encouragement - discouragement /
continuum, rangfng from required viewing ("I must'watch it") to prohibited
viewing ( "I- must not watch it"). Frequently throughout the chapter
the term "positive" guidance will.be used to describe the .first two-choices.
"Negative guidance" will apply to the last two choices. ."No advice"'or
"lack of guidance" will'denote the middle choice.

,It should be kept in mind that the students-',reports represent their
perception of the parentai'guidance they received on the specific programs
listed on the questionnaire. Later, in. Chapter IX, the parents' per-
ceptions of the guidance provided will be reported and compared with those of
their children, based on the matched samples o parents and students as
.described in Chapter II, "Methodology."

Much of this chapter will be devoted to extensive tabular analyses
of the data which the readers are invited to examine. The narrative portion,
of the text will be confined to'"highlights," significant findings, and

. generalizations as they may be warranted by the detailed data.

'Students' Reports of Parental Guidance
on Evening Television Programs

An overview

The most significant finding. At the outset, before proceeding to
tabular reports of the respOnses of, all students, and subsequently to the

123
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effects of the several demographic)variables, it might be belpful to nder-
score the most significant finding,derived from the analyses:

The vast majority,of the students reported no parental guidInce.
On the viewing of each evening television program listed oh the
questionnaire.

124

For each program, most students selected the middle choiCe: "TheyAthe
parents),don't care if I do or don't.watch it."

, /

'

L..

From.80% to 88% of ,the .students reported receiving no parental guidance
'of the eighty-six programs analyzed.: For ten of the other

twelve, the persentages ranged from 70% to.79%. For the remaining two
programs, the percentages reporting "no guidance".)kere 63% and 67% (see
"Sybil" and "Rich Man; Poor Man II" in_Table 32),/ The unweighted average'
of the percentages reporting no

<,
parental guidance 'on the eighty-six program ti

listings was 83.2% /

Pro rams on which the most uid ce was reZeived. Having-observed
incidence of pare guidance,/questions which naturally arose,

were What were the prbg'rams o which the students reported the most
guidance? What relationships, if any, exited between the'students'
perception of parental guidanc and their - attitudes toward those progrthris?,
What types of programs were th y? In,an attempt to seek answers to these
quettionso data were extracted from subsequent tables andfrom tables in
the preced 'ig chapter and are ssembled in Table 31, below. The latter lists
the, programs for which at lea '10% ofthe students reported either positive
or negative guidance-- positiv , in the sense that the students reported
they "must" or "Should" wa he,pragram; negative Lin the sense that they
reported they "should not" Or/ "must, not" watch the program. Table 31 also

''clastifies each programHsk type, provides the percentages who reported it
oas.a "favorite," "dislik d,".or !never.seen;" acid identifies tide time of
\broadcast and the network or station of origin.

Before proceeding to Table 31, the. distinction that was drawn earlier
in Chapt04 V betWeen two types of situation comedies should be repeated--a

,distinction which, admittedly, is,ira personal, subjective, subtle one.
"Adult" situation comedies, in mY judgment, contain program 'content that is
probably understood and,enjoyed more by adults: "Family" situation comedies
on t e other hand, are those, in which the program content has broader
ap al to both adults and children. The actual plot of the programs in
ei her category may or may not involve portrayals of families.per se.

It i s possible, even probable, that on occasion students Ty have
rationalized their reports of parental guidance,' To an unknown extent, they
may have reported positive guidance on',the programs they like and negative
guidance on those they dislike. While this type of selective perception
may have occurred, however, Table 31 reveals some notableexceptions% The e
three programs, or which students reported proportionately the greatest
positive guidance were also 'brograms that were disliked by sizeable proportions
of the students.

;



. , Table

PROGRAMS FOR "WHICH THE MOST POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE
PARENTAL, GUIDANCE WAS REPORTED BY STUDENTS.

(Reported by JD% or re student's, for each categoey of guidance)

POSITIVE Guidance
A' On'These.Programs,:,

4 Percentages of Students
-Must/Should:

Watch , Favorite Disliked

Reporting:

TV'NeWs (Avg.)
*60 Minutes . .

*Wild Kingdom . _ . . .

.:Captain ,& Tennille .

*Happy Days,.
*Little HoUseon Prairie.
MondaYNite Football .

Starsky & Hutch
*Bill Cosby Show
*Donnie & Marie
*Laverne Shirley.
*Si3c1 Million Dollar Man

*Welcome Back, Kotter
*World of Disney,
*Emergency. . .

*Good,Times'''

*Holmes &...Yoyo

*Mr. T..& -Tina. . . . .1 10

*Partridge Family (Avg.t)- 10
*Sanford and Son. . . 10
*TO Te the'r.TUth (Avg.) .10'

22%
15

15

13

'13

13

1.3

12

11

1.1'

11

11.

1T

11

10

10

10

NEGATIVE Guidance Shouldn't/
On'These Programs: , MuStn't

*Sybil 29%
Rich Man, Poor Man II. 24
Executive Suite 18,-.

.Family , 15
Delvecchio 15
Maude 14
.Serpico 14
All's 'Fair .' . . 13

Blue Knight 13

Sonny & Cher TZ
KOjak 11 ., ,

-Most Wanted. . .".-: .0' .11

One Day at, a Time. 11

*60 Minutes, . . . 11 ''

*This, Week:

..

ooking I 111

.Alice \ 10

*Ball Four

10

FoOr 10

QThe .
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Never :rime Network/
Sden Typell, Blcat Station

5% ,33% 8% NEW M-Sa-6:00
-3 46 38 DOC Sun-6:00

,

CBS
21 27 .12 AML Mon-6:30 'CBS

'66. 6 '3 MCV Mon-7:00 ABC
85 1 - FSC. Tue -7:00. 'ABC
359 16 5 FDR, Mon-7:00 NBC
40 31. 8 SPT Mon.:43:00 ABC
80 '3' 1 -P/D

-MCV

Sat-8:00 . ABC
43 8 16 Sun-6:00' ABC
55 12 2 MCV Fri=7:00 ABC.
67 6 1 FSC Tue,7,:30 ABC
6 6 1 S/F Sun-:10 ABC

78 3 'FSC Thu:6:00, ABC
3 3 2 ADV .SiAn-6:00; NBC

9 ' 1 ADV Sat-7:00 i. NBC
49. 14 7 FSC Wed-7:00 1 CBS
62 6 7 FSC . Sat-7:Q0 ABC
41 13 13 FSC Sat-7:00 ) ABC

6 1 FSC M.kF-6:30 i ABC
; 45 12 . 3 .FtC Fri-7:00 I NBC-

17. 17 1 Q /G. M-F-6:00' ,ABC

28% 12%. 41% ADR Sun-7:00 NBC
30_ 22 / 27. ADR Tue-8:00 , ABC
'8 13 69 ADR Mon-0:00 CBS
43 .13/ 23 AQR Tue-9:00 APC
9 16 5.6 'P/D Sun-9;00 CBS

23 , 0 24. ASC Mon-8:00 CBS
16 11 52 P/D Fri-9:00 NBC
2+, 11 48 ASC Mon-8:30 , CBS
16 la 43 P/D Wed -9:00' CBS.
16 32 7 MCV Sun-7:00 CBS
'15 37 8 .-P/D SunT,8:-00 CBS
24. 9 42 P/D Sat-9:00 ABC .',

4Z . .12 22 FSC Tue-8:30 CBS
3', ' 46 38 DOC 'Sun -6:,00 CBS

c
24,

// 13
13

80
38

P/A
' 'ASC

Thu-6:30 .

Wed-8:30
CBS
CBS

15 11 61 FSC Wed -7:30 CBS
24 -

,

1

1

10 48a ADV Wed-9:00
i

NBC

* Broadcast during the "family viewing period0,6:00-8:00 P.M. CST.
,

1i Legend: ADR, "Adult drama"; ADV =."Adven ure dratha"; AML = "Animal-Nature" show'
ASC = "Adult situation comedy "; bloc = "Doc mentary"; FDR = "Family,drama% FSC = "Family
situation comedy"; MCV . Musical/comgdy %/ajety"; NEW = Mewscastg"; P/A = "Public
affairs4rogram";. P/D = "P61ide-detective drama"; Q/G = "Quiz Gates" shows; S/F =
"Science fantasy";.SPT = "Sports"'broadcaSt. ,
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With respect to the twenty-one programs for Which studentS reported
the most positive guidance,' here are some of the "highlights":

1. All but two of the twenty-one programs were broadcast during
the "family viewing period" (6:00-8:00 P.M., CST). .,

,2. Only one of the fourteen "police-detective dramas" on the
questionnaire--"Starsky & Hutch"--appeared in the list of programs
receiving the most positive parental guidance.'

3. The three programg at the top ,of thelist--"local TV news,"
"60 Minutes," and "Wild' Kingdom"--were devoted more to information than to
entertainment. ,

4. The percentages reporting lack of familiarity with the
programs generally were much lower among those for which the most positive
guidance was evident, with one exception: "60 Minutes."

With respect to the programs for which the students reported the most
negative guidance, here are some of>khe ;'highlights ":

1. Thirteen of the eighteen programs were broadca4 after the
end of the "family viewing period."

2. Four of the five programs receiving the most negative guidance,
avepOrted by,the students, were the only four "serious adult dramas"
appearing on thequestionnaire. The category of "serious adult drama"
excludes "police-detective," "adventure," and "science-fantasy" dramas.,

3. With two exceptions, the programs receiving the most negative
Parental guidance were those that sizeable proportions of students repqrted
as having "never seen." The exceptions were ''Sonny & Cher" and "Kojak."

4. Only two of the?programs receiving the most negative parental
guidance appeared in the'list of the,"top twenty favorite's" (see Table9).
The two exceptions were 'Tamil? and 'One Day at e Time."

, -

Incidence of guidance for all listed programs. Table 32 reveals that'of
the eighty-six program listings, mope positive than negative guidance was,
reported for fifty-six. The reverse was true for,twenty-six programs, and
reports of positive end negative.guidance were about equal proportionately
for the remaining four. It would appear, therefore, that the overall ratio ,

of positive to negative guidance; as reported by the students, was about two
to:one.

126

Ef-Acts of the variableof sex.

AVinspection of Table 32 reveals very little difference between boys
and girls in their reports of parental guidance. In fact, differences as
,high as 3Tor more were reported in only eight cases: positive guidance on
"Monday'Nite Football" and "Emergency" was reported by proportionately more
boys than girls. girls received proportionately more positive guidance on
"local TV news" on each of the six nights, Monday through Saturday; more

19.1



'Table 32

STUDENT REPORTS' OF PARENTAL GUIDANCE ON THE VIEWING OF

SPECIFIC TELEVISION ,PROGRAMS, 6:00-10:00 P.M.*

(Percentages of boys and girls' in the'fourth,through the ninth grades who reported parental guidance)**

1. 4

:Parental Guidance Re orted b

Don t care Siouldn t watch Mustn twatc

All. Boy Girl

Students--Overall and b Sex

Time Must watch Shou d watch

B' cast All Boy Girl All Boy Girl

Bill' Cosby Show. ,. . . .6 - 7 5% '5% 5% 6% 6% 5%,

'60 Minutes 6 - 7 2 2 2 13 12 13

World of Disney. , .. ..' 6-. 7 3 ' 3 3 8 9 T
Six Million'Dollar Man, 7 -. 8 6

,

6 5 5 6 4

Sonny & Cher Show. . , 7 - 8 3 3 3 . ,5 5 4

Sybil. (The Big Event), 7'- )0 .3 3 4 5 5 5

Kodak 8 - 9 3 4 , 3 ,5 6 , 4

Delvecchio . , . ,'. 9 -10 2 2 2 4 5; 3'

Monday Programs:

Local TV news. . . 6 -630 44 3 20 , 18 23,

To Tell the Truth. '. ,. 6-630 4. , 4 4 8, 8 1

Adam 1,2.
'. ,,. . . . . ,. , i30-7' 4 5 4 5 6

Partridge F'amily . . '. 630-7 6, 6 6 5 .! 6'

Wild.Kingdom ` 630-7. 4 6 3 11 CIO 1

Captain Pennille .,. 7- 8 8 7' 8 5 6

Little House on Prairie 7- 8 5 4. 6 8 \i 8

Rhoda ' 1 -730 4 3 4 5 1 6

Phyllis., '. . . .' , .' 730-8 3 3 3 5 ', 5

Maude. . ... 8-830 3 4 3 4 5

Monday Niie Tobiball 8- 11 7 10 3 6 17,

All's Fair ,
. . . 830-9 '3 3 3 f

4

4 14' 3

'Executive Suigte: : . ., 17 10 2 1 2 4 i4 3

kll Boy Girl' All Boy . Girl

85%,'84% 86% 3% 4% 2%, 2% 2% -2%

'15 74 77 5 6 4 6 7 5t,

,87 85 '88 2 2 1 , 1 . 1' 1

85' 84 . 87 3 H 4 3 1 1 1

81 ' '80 81 7 8 7 5 5.. 5

63 66 60 15 13 17 14 13' 4."

81 80 82. 6 7 6 5 '5 , 5

80 7.9 82 7 8 6 8
S.

7 ,8

/

70 72, 69 3 3 2 3 3 3

85 84, 87 2 3 2 , 1 1 1

85 84 86 4 4 4 2 2 2

86 85 87 2 3 2 1 1 1

80 80 80 3 3 2 2 2 2

84 83 85. 2 3 2 1 1

83 82 84 2 3 1 2 2

'84 82 85 5 5 4 4 4 3:

83 82 84 5 6 5 4' 5 4

79 79' 79, 7 7 7 7 6 7'

80 78 83 4 3, 4 4 2 6

80 80 81 6 '6 6 7 7 7

77 ° 76 78

4
' 1. 8 7 11 10 11.

. *,,Programs are those scheduled for broadcas during the period of November 14-20. Excluded are "movies" and "speci,ils."

1

*/*Tor'eich programlk tumber' of respondents varied slightly. See,Appendix B for sample sizes.
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Tuesday Programs:

Table 3 (cont'd)

Parental Guidance Reported by Students-70verall and by Sex

Time Must watch Should watch 'Don't care" Shouldn't watch Mustn't watch

B'cast All Boy Girl All Boy Girl All Boy Girl All Boy Girl All Boy Girl

4

Local TV news 6-630

To Tell he Truth. 6-630

Adam 12 / 630-7

Partrid0 Family . 630-7

The Muppets. 630-7

Baa !]aa Black Sheep. 7 - 8

Happy Days 7-730.

Laverne ,WShirley. 730-8 ,

MASH 8-830

Police Woman 8,- 9

Rich Man, ?Or Man II 8 - 9

One Day Ilat a Time. . , 830-9

Family 9-.10

Police Story 9.: 10

Switch 9- 10

Wednesday Programs:

otal TV news 6130

To Tell the Truth, . 6-630

AdaAdar l 12.... '. . 630-7

Partridge Family . . . 630-7

The Jeffersons'. . 630-7

Good Times ,: 7-730

Hollywood Squares. . . 7-730

Ball Four 730-8

All in the Family. . . 8-830

Alice ... .. . , 830-9)

The Blue Knight. . . 9- 10

The Quest 9 10

% 4% 3% 20% 17% 23% 72% 73% 70% 2% 3%

4 4 6. 6 i5 88 87 90 2 2

5 3 5' 6 4 87 86 88 3 3

5 6 4 6 3 87 86 88 2 2

4 4 ] 5 5 5' .85 84 87 3 4

6 3 4 5 4 82 82 81 5 .4

9 9 4 5 3 85 84 85 2 2

6 8 4 5 3 85 85 85 2 2

5 4 5 6 4 83 83 84 4 4

4 5 4 5 3 82 82 83 5 5,

5 5 4 4 3 67 68 66 11 10

4 4 4 5 3 81 80. 82 6 6

5 6 4 5 4 76 75 77 7 8

4 3 5 5 4 82 81 83 5 5

4 2 4 5 4 84 83 84 4 4

I

4 -3 19 16 22 73 75 71 2 3

4 4 6 6 6 88 87 88 2 2

5 4 ' 5 5 4 86 84 87 3 .4

6 6 5 6 3 8.7 t88 2 2 ,..

5 5 4 5 3 85 85 85 4 4

6 6 '4 5 4 86 85 87, 3 3

2 2 5 5 5 86 85 87 5

3 2 4 4 3 84 83 85 n 4 5

5 6 4 5 4 83 83 83 4 4

3
,3

4

2

4

4

4

4

3

3

83

80

82

81

84

80

5

6

6

6

4 3 4 5 4 83 83 4

2% 3% 3% , 2%

2 1 1 1

3 2 1 2

2, 1 1 1

2 3 3 4

6 4 3 6

2 1 1 1,

2 1 2 1

4 3 2, 4

6 4 4 4

12 13 12 14

6 5 5 5

6 8 8

5 4 4

40 5

'2 3 3

1 1 1

3 2 .2

;2' 1 1

3 3 2

2 1 1

3 ,4 4

4 6 5'

5 3 3,

4 5 5

6 7, 6,

4' 6 5

'See footnotes at the bottom of, the first page of the table.
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Table 32 (cont'd)

Thursday Programs:

Ocal TV newts, 6-63Q 3% 4% 3% 18% 15% 20%

To Tell the Truth. . 6-630 : 4 '4 . 4 6 7 5

Adam 12, 630-7 5 5 4 4- 3,
Partridge. amily 630 -7 6 6 6 4 3

Friday, Programs:

Local. TV news

To Tell th.e Truth, .

Adam 12

Andy Will jams

Partridge Family ., .

Donnie & Marie. . . ,

Lawrence Welk

Sanford and Son. .

Chico.and the Man. .

Rockford Files . .

Serpico

Pare al Guidance Reported by Students

Time Must watch hould watch "Don't"care"

B'cast All Boy Girl All Boy Girl All Boy' ,Girl
j

WelcoMe Back, Kotter . 7 -730. 8 8 '8

Barney Miller 730 -8. 4'), 5 4 .

Hawaii Five-0 8 - 9 4 5 4

Tony Randall Show. . ,,8-830 4 3

Nancy Walker Show. ,. 830-9 4 4 A

Barnaby Jones 9'- 10 3 3 3

Dick Van Dyke & Co.. 9- 10 5 5 .5

Streets San Francisco 9,- 10 4 5 3

74% '76% 73%

87 86 89

87 86 .88

87 86 39

83 85

85 86 3

84 86

4 .5 3 8.6 84 87 j
4 5' 3 85 84 86

4 5 3'. 87 85 86'

4 5 3 85 81'. ,87'

4 . 5 3 86 84 ,87

4 5 3 86 85 87

4 5 4 85 84 85

6-630 3 4 3 17 '15 20 75 76 Q3

6-630 4 4 4 6 7 5 . 88 86 89

630-7 4 5 '4 4 5 3 87. 85 '89

630 -7 2 2 , A 4 .3 86 W 85 87

630-1' 6 6 4 5 .. 87 86 88

7 8 7 .8 4 5 '3 86 85,, 86.

8 2, 2 2 5, 5 4 85 83 86

7-730 6 7 6 4 5 3 )6 85 87 ..,

730-8 '5 5. 5 4 5 3 87 ' 86' 88

8 -.9 4 5 4 4 3 86 85 87

9 -10 3 4 2 3 4 12 80. 80. 81/.

o

--Overall and by Sex

Shouldn'twatch Mustn't watch

All Boy Girl All ,Boy Girl

2% 3% 2% 3%' 3%,_3%

2 2 1' 1- 1 1

3 3 3 2 2 2

2 2 2 1 1 1

4 5 3 , 7 6 7

3 3 3 2 4

3 3 3 1 1 2

3 3, 3 A3. 3

4 e 4 4/ 3 1/ 2, 3

3 3 3 3 3 3.

4 4 /3 3 3 3

4 4 4 4 4 4

2 3

4. 4

2. 3 2 2

4 , 3 3 4

2 2 3 3 3

.2 ./ 2 1 1 1 1.

3 3 2 2. 2

4 4 3 5 5 5

2 2 2 1 1 1

2 2 2 1 yl 1

4 4 3 5. 5 5

3' 3 2 1 1 2

3 3 2 1 2

4 4 4 2. 2 3

6 6 6 8 7 9

See f tnotes at' the ,boitom of the first page of the

r a r
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'Saturday Programs:

Local TV news; , .

Hollywood Squares. .

Dolly. . . . ,,

Hee Haw, . , ,

Emerghcy,... .. . .

Holmes & Yoo.,

Doc, . . . . . . .,

mr... T & Tina

Mary. Tyler Moore Show

Starsky & Hutch, . .

Bob Newhart Show . .

'Carol Burnett Show,.

Most Wanted., .,. , .

Table '32 (cont'd)

Parental Gui ce Reported by Students--Overall and by Sex

Time .Must watch Should watch "Don't care", ( Shouldn't watch Mustn't match;

11cast; All Boy Girl A11 Boy .Girl All Boy Girl All Boy Girl All .Boy Girl

6-630 3%-..:.,

d 6-630 2

4%

2

3%.

1

'. 18%

5

15%

5

63077' 3., . 2 , 4 3 , 4

630-730 .,' 4 4 4 4 5

7- 8 6. 6 ,, 6 4 6

7-730 7 8 7 3 4

730-8 3 3 3; 3 4

7,30-8 6 6 6 , - 4 5,

8-830 3 3 3" 4 5

8., .9 9 9 9 3 4

830-9 3 3 3 4,

9-10 5 4 5

9 -10 , ,4 4 3' ,-, 3 4

21%, 74% 76% 711 2%. 3% 2% 0 . %I

4 88 A , 89 3 4' 3.

,3 '86 85 87 4' 4, '3\

3 -. 86 85 88 3 4; 3

3' 87 86 88, 2 2 2

2' 87 85 88 2 .2'. 2

3 87 86. 88 ',' 4 4 3

3 87 86 88 2 2 2

87 86 89. 3 , 4 x?

3 84; 83 85 3' 3 '' 1

4 87 '85 88 3 4' 3 ,

3 85 84 86 3 4 2'

2 83 82' 83 5 5 . r 5.

3. 4 3

4 5

,3 ;3

1 1 1

'1 1 1

4' 3 4.

1 1' 2

3 3 . 3

1 1 2

4. 3 4

3 3 ,3

6 5 6'

(See footnotes at the bottom"of the first page.of the table.
,
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131

.
negative guidance was reported by,girls for "Sybil," "Monday Nite Football,"
"Rich Man,Po0 Man II," "Baa- Baa Black Sheepk" and The Blue Knight."

One is led to the conclusion that .the variable of sex had-little
4ffect1on the degree or direction of guidance provided by parents of
children 'in thefourth through the ninth grades.

fects of the grade level of students

Wife the,yartable of sex w&S,observed)to have little-effect, the
grade level.bf the/students, reflecting both age and education, had
demonstratable effects as shOwn in Table 33Q With very few exceptions,
there were, trends observed in the guidance reported by children in the
fourth through the eighth grades--the lower the grade level, the
were the percentages who reported,both positive and negative guidance.
Consonantly, in the.same five grades, the higher the grade leve the higher
were the percentages reporting no'parental advice.: In the rare occasions
where trends were not "linear," the exceptions, to the generaliz IlbnWere
found An.roughly equal percentageS reporttidOn adjacent grade-t

Eighth and ninth graders, although reporting less Parental guidan
than their younger colleagues, differed little among themselves in their
reports of gdidance received on'all eighty-sii program listings.,

Effects of the variable Xrace

Table 34 provides an analysis of tUhe differences among the four racial/
ethnic groups in their respective reportS of parental guidance on the
viewing of-specific programs. Some definite effects attributable to this
variable :yore apparent-and are highlighted below.,: .

1. For eighty-four of the eighty-six program listings, the'
percentage's reporting positive parental guidance were lower'among White

,,tudents than among those of the other three groups.

2. In seventy-eight of the eighty-six cases, reports of
positive guidance were proportionately higher among' Black students.

3. For all but three oases, the incideke of "no adviCe" was lower
amon Black students than among those,of the other groups. The percentages
of Blacks so reporting were generally In the "sixties" and "seventies,'
compared with the "eighties" generally reported by White students.

4. The incidence of negative guidance was higher among all
rthree of the minority groups than among White students fdr thirteen programs:,
"60 Minutes," "Local TV news," "Monday Nite Football," "Executive Suite,"
"Hollywood Squares," "The Quest," "This Week: Looking In," "Dick Van
Dyke & Co.'," "Andy Williams," "Donnie A Marie," "Lawrence Welk," "Doc,"
and "The Bob Newhart,Show."



Table 33

EFFECTS OF AGE AND EDUCATION (GRADE LEVEL) VON STUDENTS' REPORTS OF PARENTAL GUIDANCE

ON THE VIEWING OF SPECIFIC TELEVtSION PROGRAMS; 6:00-10:00 P.M.*

(Percentages 9f students in the fourth throughlhe..ninth grades whoreported:parental guidance)**

Sunday Programs:

Parental Guidance Reported by Students -by Grade Level
Time Nst/sh6ld watch 'Don't care" ShouldpIttmlistn't watch

B' cast 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th

Bill Cosby Show. .

60 Minutes

World of Disney. . .

Six Million Dollar Man

Sonny & Cher Show.

Sybil,(The Big' Event)

Kojak ,

Del vecchio

Monday Programs:

6 7 23%

6 - 7 19

6 7 ,23

7 8 23

7 -'8

7 -10

8 - 9

9 -10

Local, TV News 6-630

To Tell the Truth, 6 -630.

Adam 12 630-7

Partridge Family . 630-7

Wild Kingdomf .

)
630-7

Captain & Ten ille'. 7 - 8

Little House on Prairie 7 8

Rhoda. . 7-730

Phyllis. 730-8

Maude 8-830

Monday Mite Football '4 8 - 11

All's Fair 830-9

Executive Suite. . 9- 10

18

14

21

11

29

24.

22

25

26

28

25

21

18

19

24

17

12

16% 11%

14 16

15 13

15 10

12 6

10 9

12 8

7 6

23

15

13

15

16

18

18

11

11

10

16

9

7

27

11

8'

12

17

13

15

8.

7

13

7

6

7%

13

8

7

4

7

6

4

4% 5%

13 12

6 3

4 4

'2 3

5 5

3 4

3 2

24 22 19

8 6 6

6 4 4

8 3 3

15 11 9

10 5 4

11 7 6

6 3 2

5 ,3 3

5 7 3

9 6 6

3' 2

3 2 2'

67%

59

72

69

64

41

60

57,

57

69

68

69

62

65

67

63

64

62

60

60

53

79%

72

83

80

75

54

75

73

69

81

80

81

77 .

,78

78

77

76

72

73

73

69

84% 90% 93%

71 81 83

85 91 , 93

83 89 92

78 85 90

61 66 74

80 84 9Z

77 86 92

67 73 76

85 90. 92

85 89 93

84 91 93

79 82 .88

83 88 93

81 87 91

83 89 , 93

82 88 92

76 83 88

79 86 90

78 85 90

72 13 88

91% 10% .5% 5%

83 22 14 13

95 '5 2 , 2

93 8 5 5

90 18 14 15

80 46 36 30

91 20 14 ,12

92 32 20 17

3%

6

1

4

11

28

10

10

4% 2%

4 5

1 .2

4 3

3 8

21 15

6 5'

6 6'

79 14 9 6 3 2. 2

13 7 4 4 2 2 2

94 10 8, 7 5 3 3

94 7 4, 4 1 3 3

89 12 8 4 3 2 2

95 7 4 4 2' 2 2

92 9 5 4 2 .2 2

93 416 11 9 6 4 ', 4

94 18 13 11 7 6 4

89 20 1.9 16 11 10 ,8

91 16' 11 8 5 4 3

92 23 18 15 11. 7 6

92 35 24 21 14 . 10 7

* Programs are those scheduled for broadcast during the period of November 14-20. Excluded are "movies" and "specials.'

** For each program/the number of respondents varied slightly. See Appendix B for sample sizes.
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Tuesday Programs:

.Table 33 (cont'd)

Parental Guidance Reported by Students--by'Grade Level .

Time . :Must should tch "DoWt care" shouldnlimustn't watch

lust 4th 5th 6t it 8th 9th '4th 5th;. 6th 7th 8th 9th 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th

r

Local TV news. . . 6=630,

To Tell the Truth. . . 6-630,

Adam 12...... 630-7

Partridge Family . . 630-7

The Muppets. 630-7

Baa Baa Black Sheep. 7 8'

'Happy Days . . 7-730

Laverne..& Shirley. . 730-8

ASH 8-830

Police Woman . 8 - 9

Rich Man, Poor Man II . 8 -

One Day at a' Time. . . 830-9

Family 9 - 10

Police Story . 9- 10

Switch

Wednesday Programs:

Local TV news

To Tell the Truth.

Adam 12

P*Airidge 'Family

The Jeffersols . .

,Good Times

Hollywood Squares. .

Ball Four

All in the Family. ,

Alice... , .

The Blue Knight. .

The Quest

9 - 10

6-630

6-630

6307

$30=7

630-7,

7-730

7-730

73Q -8

8-830

830-9

9- 10

9 - 10,

28% 23% '.26% 24% 21% 18% 59% 70% .70% .73% 77%

21 12 . 9 6 5. 4 . . 73\° 84 88 93 93

21 13 8 6' 4, 3 71 81 86 90 93

23 14:. 10- 7 4, 3' 71 83' 87 91 94.

20 11 8. 7 3 2 67 81. 84 '90 92

18 12 11 7. 5 3 63 ',74 78 87 89

28 19, 14 10 :6 5 68 78 '84 89 93

25 16 12 8 5 4 68 84. 90 .93

23: 13 9 7 5- 3

.794'

67 78 83 17 90

19. 13 9 7 4 3 66 77 81 85 90

17 10 9 7 5 . 5 50 60 63 68 .77

18 10 9 :6 4 2 66 75.. 79 85 .'.89

18 13 11 8 .5 4 56 69 73 79 87

18. 11 9 6 4 .3 .66 .75'. 80 87 91

17 10 9 6 3 3 65 77 81. 88 93.

28 23 25 24 19 18 ,60' 70 71 75 79

21 13 10 6 .5 4 73 84 86 92 94

22. 13 '8 6 4 3 69 79 85 90 04

24 15 11, 7 4 3 71 82 86 91 94'

19 13 9 6 3 3 67 79 83 90 93

23 14 11 7 '4 .4 70 81 84 90 94

16 10 6 '4 2 3 68 80 84 92 94

13 8 6 4 2 2 66 83 89 93

22 13 9 6 4 4 :66 78 83 '87 91

1.6 10 7 4 3- 3 65 78 80 86 93

.14 9 7 5 3 2 59 71 79 85 92

16 10 10 5 3 3 64 75 80 90 '93

80%13% 7% 4% 2% 3%

95 ,6 4 4 2. 1

95 8 6 5. 4 2 2

.95 6 .3 2 ,2 , 2

94' 13 7 .8 5 4

94 19 .14 11 6 5 '3:

94 5 3 3 1 2' 1

,94'. 7, 5 4, 2 2 2

93 11 9 8 6 5 4

93' 15 10. 10 81 6, 5

83 33 30 28 25 18 13 '

92 16 75 . 13 9 8 '6

9Q 26 ,18 17 13 8 6

'93 16 '14 12. 7 5 4

95 .18 13 11 6 4 3

80 12 8

95 6 4

05 9 8

95 6 3

95t. '12 9

94 7

:94. 16 9

93 22 14

91 12 9

'93 19 12

93' 27. 20

94 20 15

5 2 1 2

3 1 2 1

7 4 2 2

3 1 2' 2

8 4 4 2

5 3 2 2

10 4 4 3

11 7 6 4

8 7 5 5

12 9 .5 4

14 10 5 4

11.. 6 3 3

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table,
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Table 33 .(cont'd)

Thursday Programs:

Pai.:ental Guidance Reported by Students--by Grade .Level

Time.. Must/should watch. "Don't card" Shaul 'n't/mustntwatch

Blcast 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th nth 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th .9th .4th 5t 6th 7tIT 8th. 9th

Local TV news. . . . 6-630

To Tell the Truth. . 6-630

Adam 12, 630-7

Partridge Family 630-7

This Week: Looking In. 630-7

Geliiini Man . 7 - 8

Welcome Back, Kotter 7-730

Barney iller 130-8

Hawaii Vive-0. 8 - 9

Idny Randall Show. . 8-830

Nancy Walker Show. 830-9

Barnaby Jones 9 - 10

Dick Van Dyke & Co.., 9 - 10

Streets San Francisco 9 - 10

Friday Programs:

Local TV news, 6-630

'To Tell the Truth. 6-630

Adam 12 630-7

Andy, Willi ams 630-7,

Parthdge. Fa ii ; 630-7

Donnie & Marie . . 7 7 8

LaWrence Welk -'8

Sanford and Son. . .7-730

Chico and the Man.. . 730-8

Rockford Files . , 8 -4

Serpicoi 9 -'10

24% 20% 23%. 22% 19% 16%,1.

23 114, 1 0 6 5 4

20, 11 8 5' 4 3

23,, 13 11, 7 '3 3

10 8 6 ' 5 4 , 3

19 13 9 6 3 3

24 16 11 9 4 4

20 11 8 .6 3 3

20 10 8 s6 3 3

18 11. 7 4 3 2

21 11 8 4' 3T 2

17 '11 5 5 3 2

20 13 9 '7 3 3

19 12 8 5 3 3

24 20 23 22 19 16

24 14 9 7 ,5. 3

19 12
8 '5 4 3

13 8 7 4 2 2

22 14, 11 7. '3 4

26 17 12 7 4 3

14 10 1 5 3 3

23 14 10 7 ,4r 4

21. 12 8 6 3 4

19

12

12

7

9

8

6.

5

:3

.3

'3

2

631

72'

70

OF

68'

68

68

68

70

67

67

AB

63

71

-71

70

73

69

66

70

71

68

58

73% .72%

83 88,

82 86

84 '86

77 82

80 85

80, 84

:81 844

80 83

$2 85

79 .84.

80 86

ql 4$5

78 83

ggo

74 72

83, 89

82 86

81 '84

83 86

80 84

80 82

81 84

82 86

82 . 84

74 78

76% 80% 081% 13% 7%

93 94 94 6 . 3

91 95 95 10 7

91. 95' 94 6

90 92 94 25 14

90 95 95 13 7

'89 93 94 8 5

90 94 94 13 8'

89 94 94 13 10

91 95 94 12 7

90 94 94 11' 9

91 94 94 17 9

90 95 94

89 94. 94 14 fl

76 80 81 13 6

92 94 95 5 3

91 95 95N 1Q ,6

91 96 95 18 12

92 95 94 6 3

,91 94 95 5k 3

89 94 93 20 10

92 94 94 7 5

92 95 95 5

90 94

,8

94 13 7

86 91 93 31 19

See footnotes at the lotiom.of the fir,st page of Pie table.

I

g' 2% 2% 3%

1 1 1 2

6' 4 2 2

1 3

4

3

3

2 2

5 4

4 2

15 2 3

8' 4' 2

9 5 3

8' 5, 3

8 6, 4

4 3

6 , 3 2

8 6 .3

5 2 1

3 1 1

6 4 2

10 5 2

4' 1. -2

4 2 2

11 6 3'

5 2'

5 2

6 4

14, 9

2

2

2

6

3

3

4

4,
3

3

4

.1
4



tablq 33 (contld)

Saturday Programs:

Local TV news

Hollywood Squares.

Dolly. .. ..

Hee Haw

Emergen6. .

Holmes & Yoyo. . . .

Doc

Mr.. T. & Tina

Mary Tyler Moore Show

Starsky & Hutch.

Bob Newhart Show . .

Carol Burnett Show

Most Wanted

Parental Guidance Reported tix Siude s,743 Grade ,Level
Time Mustishourd watch ,* "Don'tIchirew. Shouldn't/mustn't watch

B'cast 4th 5th 6th 7th' 8th 9th, 4th' 5th .6th 17th; 8th -9th 4th. ,5th,Jth 7th 8th 9th

6430 25% 21% 24% i2% 2`1i; 72i '71%

6-630 16 .9

630-.7 14 10

630.730 .19 11

7,-. 8 .25 13
1 =10 h 25 15

730 -8: 15 ;'..9

730-8 23 '13

8-830 19 J1
'8 - 9 26 ) 15.

830-9 16,L 11

9- 10. 21 12 .

9- 10 15 9

5

6

3

3

2 2

p 2

7 4 3 .2

11 7 .5 4

11 8 4 .4

6 ' 3 2 2

9 '6 3 3

6 4 3 3

14 8 .5 5

6 4 2 2,

9 5 3 3

8 5 3 _3

72 8? i87

69 79 '84

71 1.82. 84

70 83 .87

71 81 86

70' 81 .86

70 ',81 -, 87

71 86

66 79. 81

69. 81 86

68 80. 84

63 77 79

75% 80% 80% 14%' 7% 5t. 3%. 1% 3%'

9301., 95. 94 12 9 8 .4 3 4

92 95 95 17 )10.. 10 .,6 3 .4

'92 94 '94" 11 .7.: 9 5 .3. 4

91 95. 94 4 4 2 . 2 1 2

91 95 95 . 5 4. 3 2 1 1.

93 95.. 96 15. 10 9 5' 3 2

'93, 95 .495 ,8, . 6 3 2 2 2

92 95 94 10. 7 8 4 3 3

88 93 93 8 6 5 4 2.
91 95 95 15 8 8 5 3 . 3

90 94 94 11 8. 8 ,4 5. 3 3:

87 93 94 22 14 14 9 4 -3'.

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.
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Table 34

EFFECTS OF RACE UPON STUDENTS' REPORTSOF PARENTAL GUIDANCE,ON THE

VIEWING OF SPECIFIC T(LEVISIpN PROGRAMS, t:0Q-10:00 P.M.*

(Percentages of students in the fourth through the ninth gradei who rOOtecil parental guidancd)**

,6

Sunday Programs:

-Bill Cosby Show.

60 Minutes

World of Disney. .

Six Million Dollar Man

Sonnyi Cher Show.. .

Sybil (The Big Event).

gojak....
DelVecchio

. II

Time

B'cast

6 - 7

,60- 7

6- 7

7 - 8

7 - 8

7-10

8 - 9

9- 10

Monday Programs:

Lohl TV news 6-630

To Tell the Truth. . 6=630

Adam 12. . . . . 630q

Partridge Family . 630-7

Wild Kingdom 630-7

Captain & Tennille . 7.- 8

Little House on Prairie 7 - 8

Rhoda

Phyllis

Maude

Moday Nite Football

All'js Fair

Executive Suite. . .

7-730

730-8

8-830

8 11

830-9

9- 10

t Parental Guidance Reported by, Students--by Race of Student

Must/Should watch "Don't care" Shouldn't/mustn't'Atch

Span/, Amer. Span/ Amer. u Span/ Amer
White Black Ind'n White Black Mex'n Ihd'n )hite Black Mex'n Ind'n

/

4.4% 5.6% 3.7% 1:5%

9.2 17.0 16.0 18.6

1/9 4.6 0.9 4.2

4.9 4.2 1.8 1.7

12.3 10.1 9.3 10.3

30.3 19.8 ,26.7 22.3

10.7 11.8 11.3 7,0

13.6 18.0 16.3 14.9

8.5% 21.8% 16.5% 15.5% 87.1% /2.6% 79.8% 75.0%

13.5 ,19.0 17.0 13.6 37.3 t4.0 t7.0 67.8

,9.1 20.1 20.9 14'.3 89.0 .75.3 78.2 81.5

8.1 21.3 21.8 13.6 87.,0 /4.5 76.4 84:7

6.0 14.6° 11.2, 12.8 81.7 75.2 79.4 76.9

6.8 15.6 9.5 13.4 62.9 64.6 63.8 64.3.

; 6.8 17.1 11.3 16.5 82.5 21.1 77.4 76.5

4.1 11.7 10.6 10:5 82.3 70.3 73.1 74.6

22.6 31.0 25:0 24.6 72.7 ,,J57.2 63.0 66.1

9.5 21.4 13.5 19.3 87.8 72.8 77,5 77.3

7.3 19.1 11.1 15.3 87.2 73.0 79.6 81.4

8.8 20.6 ,.15.6 15.1 88.0 73.1 83.5 82.4

14,3 20.6 19.4 18.5 81.8 69.1 75.9 77.3

10.5 24.2 19.4 16.1 86.3 70.7
r

78.7 76.3

11.9 20.0 15.7 12.7 84.9 71.8 78.7 81.4

6.4' 19.6 9.5 12.9 85.7 71.7 79.0 76.7

6.13, 15.7 6.6 14.8 85.0 74.7 77.4 72.2

5.5 18.1 10;4 13.7 80.1 72.2 77.4 75.2

10.7 20.5 15.0 18.8 82.5':). 67.7
Y

72.6

5.2 15.5 9.4, 17.1 81.9' 70.3 78.3 73.5

39, 12.2 4.8 10.5 78.4 69,6 71.2/67.5

4.7

2.7

5.4

3.9

5.2

3.1

8,0

9.0

14.4

6.8

12.2

17,7

11.8

5,9

7.9

6.3

10.3.

5.1

8.1

9.3

9.6

9.7

11.8

14.2

18.3

F

12.0

9.0

9.3

0.9

4.6

1.9

5.6

11.4

16.0

12.3

101

12.3

19.0

9.3

3.4

2.5

4.2

7.6

5.9

10.3

13.0

11.1

8.5

9.1

21,9

* Programs are those scheduled for broadcast during the period of November 14-20. Excluded "movies" and "specials."
T.

** For each program the number of respondents varied slightly. See Appendix B for'sample sizes.
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Table 34 (cont'd)

Time

I 'Parental Guidance Reported by Students --by Race of Student'

91,tist/should watch 9on't care" Shouldn't/muitn'twatch

Span/ Amer.

Tuesday Programs: 'B 'cast White Black Mex'n Ind White Black White Black Mex'n Ind'n

22.2% 30.8% 25.0% 253%. 73.7%

7.6 t7 :5 1'2.0 15.4 89.9,

7.0 1.6 10.4 15.8 88.5

8.2 184 16.8 12.2 89.0

7.1 15.6 11.3 11.4 87.0

..Span/ Amer. Span/ Amer.

Mex.'n Ind'n

65.41 67:3%

84.3 82.9

86.8 82.5

82.2. 86.1

84.9 81.6

81.9. 81.0 ,

79.4 84.5

81.0 83.5

83.8 83.2

81.7 81.6

69.9 71.)

80.6 ` 0.7

76.5 78.1

85.4 80.7

78.8 82.8

Local TV news

To Tell the Truth. 6-630

Adam 1 ''630.;7

Partridge Family . 630-7

The Muppets' ;630-7.

Baa Baa Black Sheep. .7- 8

Happy Days 7-730

Laverne & Shirley. . 730-8

MASH .. . , , , 8-830

Police Woman 8 1 9

Rich Man, Poor Man II 8 - 9

One Day at a Time. . , 830-9

Family . .

Police Story-. . .(. . 9- 10

Switch 9- 10

Wedriesday Programs:

Local TV news

To Tell .the Truth..

Adam 1.2

Partridge Family

The Jeffersons .

Good Times.'

Hollywood Squares.

Ball Four. ..N
All in the Family:

Alice... . .

The Blue Knight. :

The Quest

6-630

6-630

630-7

630-7

630-7

7-730

7-730

730-8

8t0
8304

9-010

9- 10

7.4 17.8 7.6 12.1

11.2 24.9 20.6 13.8°

9.4 22.4 15.2 13.0

8/6 151 7.6 13.3

.2 1.4, 10.6 11.4

'6.5 21,0: 8.7 9.6 67.5

V 13.1 '11.7 11.4 82.2

7.8 20.7 14.7 8.8 77.0

11.4 20.4 7.8 6.3 83.8

6.0 18.3 8.7 8.6 85.4

83.3

86.5

87.2

809

83.7

21.1

8.1

7.0

8.4

6.2

7.8

5.3

4.8

8.0

5,7

5.0

6.3

30.7 20.6

18.8', 8.7

19.2 10.5

21.4 16.3

25.0 10.7

27.2 12.9

13.5 5.9

10.5 5.9

19.5 11.8

14.0 7.9

14.4 '12.6

14.0 10.0

27.0

19.0.

14.8

13.0

10.5

13.0

10.5

10.0

8.8

10.9

'9.0

11.2

59.7%

77.1

74.4

75.6

73.0

71.8

71.7

71.8

733

74.8

67.5

75.0

70,9

72.6

71.7

75.1 59.2 9.6

89.5 76.5 , 85.6

87.7 74.0 85.7

89.1 73.9 82.7

87.4 69.9 82.5

88.1 69.6 86.1

88.1 73.6 84.3

86.2 1 12.16 81.4

84.4 72.6 85.3

84.3 73.2 84.2

82.0 71.0. 77.7

85.1 71,9 80:0

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page(ofthe table.

21:3

66.1

79.3,

81.7

85.2

82:5 ,

84.3)*

78.9'

80.0

85.8'

85.5

80.2

76.6

4.7% i.5% 9.6% 7.1%

2.5 5.4 3.7 1.7

4.5 5.9 2.8 1.8

2.8 6..0 0.9 le7

5..8 11.k 3.8 7.0,

9,4 10.4 10.5 6.9, s

2.3 3.4 0.0 1.7

3.4 5.8 3.8 3.5

6.5 11.0 8.6' 3.5

9.1 7.4 7.7 , -7.0

26.0 , 11.5 le 21.4 19.3

11.1 12.0 7.8 7.9

15.2 8.5 8.8 ',13.2

9.9 7.0 6.8 7.9

8.6 '9.9 12.5 8.6

3.8

2.4

5.3

2.5

6.4

4.1

. 6.6

9.1

7,7

10.0

13.0

8.7

10.1

4.7

6.7

4.7

5.1

3.3

13.0

17.2

7.8

12.9

14.6

14.6

9.8 7.0

5.8 1.7'

3,8 3.5

1.0 1.7

6.8 7.0

'1.0 2,6

9.8 1,0.5

12.7 10.0.

,2.9 .5.3

7.9 1.6

9.7 10.8

10.0 12.1



Thursday PrOgrams:.

Local TV news.

To Tell the Truth. .

Adam 12

Partridge Family . .

This Week: Looking In,

Gemini Man

Welcome hack, Kotter

Barney Milter

Nawall

Tony Randall Show. . .

Nancy Walker Show. .

Barnaby Jones. . , .,/

Dick Van Dyke' & Co..I.

Streets San Francisco.

, Friday Program:

Local TV news 6-630

To Tell the 'Truth. . 6-630

Adam 12 630-7

Any Williams. . . 630-7

Partridge,family . 630-7

Donnie & Marie . . 7 8

Lawrence . 7 - 8

Sanford and Son. . , 7-730

,Chko and the Man. ,7304

Rockford Files . , 8 - 9

Serpico , 9- 1,0

Table 34 (cont'd)

Parental Guidance Reported by Students - -by RaCe of Student

Must/should watch 'Don't care" Shouldn't/mustn't watch

Time Span/ Amer. Span/ Amer. Span/ Amer,

B'cast White Black 'Mex'n 'Ind'n White Black Mex'n Ind'n White Black Mex'n Ind'n,

6-630 19.4%

6-630 7.9 .

630ii 6.5

,630-7 1 71

630,7" 4:5

7 - 8 6.5

7-730 8.9

730-8 6.6

8 - 9 6.5

8-830 5.5'

830-9' 6.0

9 - 10 5,5

9- 10. 7.4

9- 10 6:0

26:8% 22.9% 22.1% 76.2% 62.0% 71.4%

21.8 41 11.1 15.7 .89.8 73.2 88.0

J7.9 .7:7 11.3

,20.6 15.9 10.4

.14.6 2.9 8.8

20,4 11.4 11.4

23.7 17,8 12.2

18.1 11.2 916

18.5 10.6 7.1

17.6 11.4 11.4

18.0 10.4 .13.9

17.9 '6.9 7.9

16.5 10.6 11.5

19.6 10.6 9.6

19.7 26.4, 21.9 26.3

8.3 19.1 12.1 13.3

6.6 17.5 8.7 13.3

4.6 12,4 9.0'

8.0' 20.1 14.0 9.6

9.7 18.8 15.1, 10.6

5.8 12.3 5.8 7.1

7.6 25.3 13.5 9,7'

6.7 21.S 11.8 10.5

7.0 17.5 8.7, 9.6

4.6 13.4 -

r

88.9 P.6 85.6

89.6 74.0 83.2

86.3 69.9 82.7

87.9' 74.0' '82.9

86.8 72.9 82.2

87.4, 73.9 85.0

. 86.6 74.7 85.6

, 88.6 73.6 87.6

87.1 73.1 87.7

87.5 73.3 87.3

87.9 73.2 83.7

86.8 72.0 83.7

76.4' 63.7 .71.4,

89.7 76.1 84.1

88.8 75.2 87.5

88.5 ,72.4 83.7

89.4 ' 74.6 83.2

88.0 74.4 81.1

86.6 73.5 79.6

88.7 69.8' 85.6

89.2 73.6 87.3

87.7 73,.8 86.4

82.3' 69.4 80.4

70,8% 4.3% 11.)% 5.7% 7.1%

81.7 2.3 5.0 0.9 2.6

87.0 4.6 6.7 7.6 1.7

85.2 2.6 5.9 0.9 4.3\

78.8 9.2 15.5, 14.4 12.4

83.3 5.5 5.6 5.7 5.3

85.2 4.3 3.5 0.0 2.6

85.2 6.1 8,0 3.7 5,2

88.4 7.0 6.7 3.8 4.5

82.5 5.9 8.8 1.0 6.1

81.7 6.8 ' 8.9 1.9. 4,3

86.4 7.0 8.8 5.9 6.1

82.3 4.7 10.3 5.8, 6.2

84.3 7.2 8.4 '5.8 6.1

67.5 3.9 9.9 6.7 6.1

84.1 2.0 4.8 3.7 2.7

85.0 4.7 7.4 3.8, 1.8

81,1 6.9 15.2 11.5 9.9

86.8 2.6 5.3 2.8 3.5

85.8 2.4. 7.4 3,8 7.5

80.4' 7.7" 14.2 14.6 12.5

85.8 , 3.7 4.9 1.0 4.4

85.1 4.1 4.9 1.0 4.0

82,5 5.3 8.7 4,9 7.9

77.8 13.0 17.1 11,8 '15.7

See footnotes at 'the bottom of the first page of the table.
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Table 30cont'd).

Saturda Pro ram :

Time

B'cast

lidanceeortedlidents--bRaceofStiParentalGildent,

Must/should watch "Don't care" Shouldn't/mustn't watch

Span/

White Black Mex'n

Amer,

Indin

Span/ Amer.

White Black Mex'n Ind'n

'Span/

White Black Mex'n

Amer.

Ind'n

Local TV news 6-630 20.2% 27.1% 22.9% 22.3% 84.0% 60.9% 69.5% 71.4% 4,3% 12.0% 7.6% 6.3%

Hollywood Squares. . 6-630 4.8 11.2 8.7 10,7 89.8 75.4 87.4 81.3 5,5 13.4 3.9 8.9

Dolly 630-7 4,9 11.7 8,6 , 8.1 88.1 73.2 84.8 82.9 7.0 12.1 6.7 9.0

Hee Haw 630-730 6,4 12.9 10.5 9.7 88,3 73.4 82.9 85,1 5,4 13.7 6.7 5.3

Emergency 7 - 8 8.7 20.8 15.1 12.5 89.4 73.2 84.9 85.7 2.0 6.0 0.0 1.8'

Holmes & Yoyo 7-730 8.5 22.6 14.3 14.3 89.1 72.9 85.7 84.8 2.4 4.6 0.0 0.9

Doc 730-8 4,4 12.4 9.8 11.8 89.4 75.0 82.4 80.9 6.3 .12.6 7.8 7,3

Mr. T. & Tina 730-8 7.2 19.7 17.0 12.5 89.5 75.3 82.1 86.6 3,3 5.0 0.9, 0,9

Mary Tyler Moore Show. 8-830 6.0 15.0 11.5 8.8 89.0 75.2 84.6 83.2 5.0 9.8 3.8 8.0

Starsky & Hutch. . . . 8 - 9 9.5 24.8 20.6 12.7 85.8 80.8 76.6 85,5 4.7 4.4 2.8 1.8

Bob Newhart Show . 830-9 5.7 11.9 6.9 9.9 88.8 73.6 85.3 80.2 5.5 14.5 7.8' ,9.9

Carol Burnett Show . 9-.10 7,1.0 17.3 10.7 10.8 4487.6 .72.7 83.5 79.3 5.4 9.9 5.8 9.9

Most Wanted 9- 10 4,8 17,8 11.4 12.7 84'.2 73,2 81.0 83.6 11.0 9.4 7.6 3.6

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.
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5. The incidence of negative guidance was higher among White
tstudents than among those in the three minority groups for "Sybil,"
"Maude;" "Rich Man, Poor Man ri,. "Family," "Police Story," and "Most
Wanted."

In the preceding chapter, it was noted that four programs which.
featured Black performers were reported as favorites tT higher percehtages
of the minority groups than of White children, with the greatest dif-
ferences occurring between Black and White children. In Table 34 a
similar pattern was noted with respect to the positive guidance reported
by the students of the two races, as extracted and presented below. However,
the two groups did not differ significantly ip their reports of negative,
guidance for the four programs.

Should Nbt or
Must/Should Watch It Must Not Watch It
'Blacks Whites Blacks Whites

"Good Times" 27.2% 7.8% 3.3% 4.1%
"Sanford and Son" 25:3 7.6 4.9 , 3.7
"The Jeffersons" 25.0 6.2 5.1 6.4
"The Bill Cosby Show" . . 21.8 8.5 5.6 4.4

, -

For detailed data on the guidance reported on
.

each of thc- listed,
programs by the four racial/ethnic groups, the reader is invited to examine
Table 34.

Effects of the variable of urban/rural residence

An Table 35. fo4r, residence Rroups,.,rangilig from children -in the "big
. .

tity" (WfchiWk7ta those on farms-; are ,compared with respect to the parental
Oidance,reportedbn.programs broadcasein the evenings from 6:Q0 to 10:00

Fe%!..t;t4Pcff,,'45 such, were noted in the urban/rural continuum. However,
there were 'Otalee-differences between the ,ends of the continuum, i.e.,

residi -ng in Wichita and those living on farms. ------

For_te0h9g-441it. f theeighty-six program listings, stUdents'in
the Wichitai5*4is reported more positive guidance than was reported by
their fOrm counterparts. -.It should be remembered, however,',that the
great majority of minority children included in the survey live in Wichita
(see Table,4; Chapter II), and, as reported abave,,thqe minority children
.generafly reported more positive guidance than did Whyte children. In part,
therefore, the differences between Wichita children and farm children may
reflect the effedi race as well as, or in addition to, the effect of
place of residence.

An obverse relationship was, not-as striking. For forty-eight of the
eighty-six"program listings, farm children reported more negative guidance
than did their city counterparts.



Table 35

EFFECTS OE' PLACE,OF RESIDENCE UPON STUDENTS.' REPORTS OF PARENTAL GUIDANCE

ON THE VIEWING OF SPECIFIC TELEVISION PROGRAMS, 6:00-10:00 P.M.

Percentages of studentr n the fourth through the ninth grades who reported parental guidance)**

Sunday Programs:

Time

B'cast

Bill Cosby Show.. 6 - 7

60 Minutes 6 - 7

World of Disney. . 63 7

Six Million Dollar'Man 7 - 8

Sonny & Cher Show. . . 7 - 8

Sybil (The Big Event). 7 -10

K o d a k 8- 9

Delvecchio , . . 9- 10.

Monday Programs:

Local.TV news 6430

To Tell the Truth. . . 6-630

Adam 12 630-7

Partridge Family . . 630-7

Wild Kingdom . . . . 630-7

& Tennille 7 - 8,Captain

Little House on Prairie 7 8

Rhoda 7-730

Phyllis 730-8

Maude 8-830

Monday Nite Football 8 - 11

All's Fair 830-9

Executive Suite. . . 9 = 10

Parental Guidance Reported by Students--by Place of Residence

Must/should watch "Don't care"

Wich-

ita

Rural
7

Rural ,

Non -. Wich- Non-

Town Farm,. Farm ita Town Farm Farm

/1.5% 8.9% 6.5% 7.3%

14.9 11.7 13.3 11.9.

11,9 9.5 7.3 9.9

'11,3 9.2 5.9 6.1

f.8,4 5.8 3.3 3.4

c8.8 6.4 7.0 5.1

9.1 6.7, 5.7' 43,5

5.9 4,0 3.7 34

24.7

12.1

10.4

11,6

15.5

13.8

13,5

'8.3

8,5

',12.2

8.0

5,7

20.3,

10.5

6,8

8.1

14.8,

8.8.

12.6

6.2

5.1

c,5.3

,10.7

4.3

3.1

20.9 21.3

7.6 7.2

6.3 7.2

7.6 8.3'

12.9 15,8

8,9

11.6 12.3

4.2 . 6.1

5.7

4.2 5.6

,12.0 13.0'

4,4 '4.5

3,7 6.8

83.6% 87.1%

74.0 78.8,

85.6 89.2'

84.1 86.4

81.1 80.6

62.7 62.9

79.7 84.5

,,79.4 82.7

68.9

84.3

J3'.8

84.8

79:0

82.7

82.1

83.0

79.4

79.7

/Y.5

76.2

75.5

87:1

88.0

87.9

81.7

, 88.3

84.5

`85.5.

85.5.

78.4

81.6

,81.4

78.0

90.0% 87%6%

79.4 74.4.

91;1 86.7

89.9 87.3

81.3 ,74.2,

6 1 '64.4

84 77.3

83.8 79.8

Shouldn't/mustn't watch

Rural

Wich- Non-

ita Town Farm Farm

4.9% 4.0% 3.5% 5.1%

11,0 9.5 ,7.3 13.6

2.5 1.3 41.5 3.3

4.6 4.5 4.2 6.6

10.5 13.6 '15.5 22.2

28.5 30.7 26.0 30.5

11.3 8.8 10.1 14.2

14.7 13,2 12.5 16.9

75.6 '71.9 6:5

90.3. 89.5' 3.6

6 84.4 5.8.

815 90.0 3.5

85.2 80.8 5.5

86.9 85.6 3.5

86.7 84.9 4,2

85.6 81.7 7,6.

'85.0 79.ft '49.0

79.6 72.61 12.1

82.7 81.9 8.0

84.5 76.7 12.6

82.7 72.7 18.1

4.2 3,5 '6.7

2.4 2.1 3.3

5.2 5.1 , 8.3

3.9 2.9 1.7

3.4 1.94 3.4

2.91 3.2 5.6

,218 1.7 2,8°

8.3 10.3 12,2

9.4 9.3 135

16.3 .16.2 21.8

7.2 5.3 .5.1

14.4 11.0 18.8

18.8 13.6 20.5

4.

*'Programs are those scheduled for broadcast during the period of Npvember 14-20. Excluded are "movies" and specials:"

** For each program the number of respondents. varied slightly. See Appendix B for sample sizes.
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,Table 35 (confid)

,Parental ,Guidance Reported by Students--by Place of Residence

Must/should watch "Don't care"

Rural . Rural

Time Wich- '110114, Wich- Non-

Tuesday Programs: B'cast ita Town Farm 'Farm ita Town ' Farm Fati

TV news

To ell the Truth. . .

Adam 12

Partridge Family .

Muppets

" Baa Baa Black Sheep.

Happy Days

Laverne & Shirley,

MASH

Police Woman .

Rich Man, Poor Man II

One Day at a Time.

Family, . . . .

Police Story

Switch .... . . .

Wednesday Programs:

Local TV news.

To Tell the Truth

Adam 12., .

Partridge Family

The J'effersons . .

Good Times

Hollywood Squares. .

Ball Four

All in the Family. .

Alice

The Blue Knight. .

The Quest

a'

6-630 24.4% 19,5% 21.01

6-630 10.0 6.4, 6.3

630-7 9.8 6.5 5.7

630-7 10.8 7.7 ,5.7,

630 -7 9.2 6.0 5.0

7 8 9.6 8.0 6.5

7-730 14.2 10.6 ,9.8

7304 12.6 8.7 5.9

8-830 10.3- 8.2 6.6

8 - 9 9.8 6.6 4.0

8 - 9 9.7 5.8 4

830-9 , 8,7 5.7 4.0

;))- 16 10.8 7.7 4.9

9- 10 9.7 5.2 :44.4

9 -10 8.5 7.1 4.0'

6-630 23.3 17.9 21.8

6 -630 10.6 7.6 t'.8

630-7 9.9 6.5 6,3

630-7 11.3 8.0 6.6

630-7 9.9 5.9 5.1

7-730 11.6 7.9 5.5

7-730 7.2 4.7 4:6

730-8 6,5 i.4 4.0,

8-830 10.7 6.3

830-9 7.9 ,4.5 4,0

9- 10 7.2 4 9 4.1

9- 10 8.1 6. 6.2

J ,

ouldn't/mustn't watch

Rural

Wich , Non -

to , Town Farm Farm
viimilmmimpme 14.

21.9%

10.6

7.3

7.3

7.8

7.5

11.7

10.1

7.9

'7.8

5.6

7'.3

7.3

4.5

2.8

22.1

5.6

8.3

5.6

10.1

4.5,

3.4

61,2

3.4

3.4

5,7

0 70.2%

87.0

85.4

86.0

84.2

81.1

83:4

83.9

83,1

81.8

68.3

'80.9

76i0

81.2

82.8

71.6

86.4

84,8 .

85,9

83,9

84.7

84.7

)32-;8

82.0

79.8

81.9

77,0%

91.9

90.1

89.4

88.1

82.2

87.5

88.0

8413

84.4

64.3 ,

81.9

15.4

85..0

84.7

78.4

90.5

89.3

89.6

88.3

88.3

189.7

,8t,8

84.1 ,

86.0.

82.3

85.2

See footndtes at the bottom of the first page of the table.
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75.0% 72.5% 5,3% 3.4% 4,01 5.61

91.3' 84.4 3.0 1.7 2.5 5.0

90.7 85.4 4.7 3.4 3.6 7.3

91.9 89.9 3.2 2.9 2.5 2.8

89.2 84.4 6.6 6.0 5.8 7.8

84.7 81.0 9.3' 9.8 8.8 11.5

88.8 85.6, 2.4 1.9 1.3 2.8

89.7 86.0 3.6 3.3 4.4 .3,9

86.0 84:3 6.6 7.5 7.4 ".9

85.7 ,79.3 8.4 8.9 10.3 12.8

69.2 i 63.1 22,0 29.9 26.0 3113".

85.V 78:2 10.3 1245 11.0 14.5 ,6

79.4 76.4' 13.3 16.9 15.7 16.3

16.5 81.9 9.8 9.2 13.6

80 83.8 8.7 8.2 7.8 13.4

74.8 72.6 5.1 3.7 3.4 5.0

9) .9 88.3 3.0 1.9 1.3 ;8

88.2 85.5 5.4 4.2 5.5 48,9

91.5 88.9 2.8 a.4 1.9 2.8

88.1 $7.2 6.1 5.8 6.8 7.2

90.3 '84 3.8 3.8 4.2 5.6

8:48) 86.0 , 8.0 5.5 6.7 9.6.

89.0 83.8 10.6 6.9 12.8

84.8 81.9 6.5 9.2 ,.'8.9 11.9

86.6 83,1 10.1 9.5 9.4 13.6

84.1 79.2 13.0 12.8 11.8 '17.4

87.2 84.7 10.0 8.6 6.6 9.7

14
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di

Thursday Programs:

Local TV news

To Tell the Truth.

Adam 12

Partridge Family . .

Ti4s Week: Looking In,

Gemini Man

Welcome Back, Kotter

Barney Miller. .

Hawaii Five-0, .

Tpoy Randall Show.,.

Nancy Walker Show. .

Barnaby Jones

Dick Van Dyke &'Co..

Streets San Francisco

Friday Programs:

Local TV news

To Tell' the Truth. .

Adam 12

Andy Clio

Partridge Family .

Donnie & Marie . . . ,

LawrencesWelk.

'Sanford &' Son

Chico and the Man. ,

Rockford files . .

Serpico

it

122iltalApiiidamReited bStudents--by Place of Residence

Shouldn't/mustn't watch.

Table cont'd)

Must/should watch

Rural

Time Wich- Non -

B'cast iti% Town Farm Farm

Don t care
--t

Rural

Wich- Non -

ita Town . Farm

6-630 21.3% 17:3% 19.2% )19.8% 73.1%

6-63,0 10.9 7.5 6.7 6.1 86.3

630-7 9.2 5.7 5,0 3.9 85.9

630-7 10.7 7.3, 6.0 10.2 86.1

630-7 6.8 2.9 44. X2.9 82.9

7 8 9.5 6.5 5,4 3 84.6

7-730 12.3 , 8.9 , 6.1 7.8 84.0

730-8 9.3 5,8 4.8 7.3 84.4

8 - 9 9.1` 6.4 4.8 84.7

8-830 8.4 4.9 3.5 6.3 85.5

830-9 S.0 2.7 5.0 84.0

9 10 8.0 5,5 3,9 3.9 84.5 ,

9 - 10 9.7 6.1 7.9 4.5 84.6

9- 10 9.1 6.5 4.5 83.6

6-630 17.6. 19.7 18.1 73.4

1-630 10.5 9.1 7.5 7.3 86.8'

630-7 9.2, 6.4 5.0 6.2 86.1

630-7 3.8 3.3 7.3 ,84.9

630-7 10.7 8 6.0. 8.3 86.4

7 - 8 12.1 9.p 7,3 9.5 84.9.
7 - 8 7.2 5, 4,3 11.3 83.9

7-730, .11.0 8.2, 5.8 9.0 85

730 -8t 9.9 610, 6.0 7.8 , 86.

8 - 9 4 9.3 6.7 .5.8 6.7 84.6

9- 10 4.3 3,5 6.2 79.8
4

78, 5%

90.9

90.6

90.3

86.5

88,5

86.8

88.1 ,

87.41

89.5

-88.7

88.7

88.9

87.0

79.0

89.4

89.9

89,6

89.3

88.9

87.9

88.6

0.4

8:.6

84.0

Rural

Wich- Non-

Farm, ita Town Farm Farm,

76.7% 76,0% 5.6% 4.2%'

90.9 89.4 2.8

8 6 87.1 4.9 1.7 ,

gp' 87.4\ 3.2 2.4

87.0 84.5 10.3 10.7

90.1 87.6 5.8 5.0

88.9 ,86,5 3.7 4.3

89.8 85.4 06,3 6.1

85.8 82.0 6.1 6.3

89,0 88.6 6:1 5,7

89.5 86'.0 6.7 6.3

88.4 88.2 7.5 5.8

87.8 89.8 / 5.7 4.9 .

87.9 87:7 7.3 6.4

76.5 78.0 .5.2 3.3

91.1 88.8 2.7 1.5

89.8 84,8 4.7 3.7

90.5 86.0 8.7. 6.6

91.9 86.7 2.9 2.7

89.2 87.7 3.1 2.0

87.0 79,1 8.9 7.1 ,

,89.6 86:5 3.8 3.2

89.4 87,7 4.1 3.6:

89.2 86.0 6.0 4.7

82.7 76.4 13.6. 11,8

4.0% 4.0%

4.4

5.4' 9.0

1.7 2.3

8.1 12.6

4.6 5.1

5.0 5.6

5.4 7.3

9.4 11.8

7.5 5.1

7.8 8.9

7.7 7.9

4,2 ' 5.6

'7.5 7.8

3.9 4.0

1.4 3.9

5.2 9.0

6.2 6.7

2.1 5.0

3.5 2.8

8.7 , 9 6

4.6 .4.5 ,

4.6 4.5

5.0 7.3

13.8. 17.4

See 'footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.



0

Satrda Pro rams; .

local TV news. , .

HollYWood Squares.

'DollY. . .

Hee HAw. . . ; .
. .

Emergency..

Nolmes yoyo.

.

Mr, T. & Tina. ,

Mary Tyler Moore Show.

Starsky & Hutch.

Bob Newhart Show

'Carol Burnett /Show

Most Wanted. .

Table 35 (cont'd)

pareidanceRiorteojtuster,its--V
Place of Residence

"Don't care" Shouldn't /mustn't watchMust /should watch

Rural Rural Rural
Time Wich- Non- Wich- Non- 4 Wich- Non-:

B'cast ita 'TEL Farm Farm Ita. Town Farm Farm ita ,Town Farm Farm

6-630 21.7% 17.8% 19.9% 224% 72.3% 78.8% 76.2% 72.9% 6.0% 3.4% 3.9% 4.5%
6.630 (6.7 4.4 3.7 2.3 86.1 92.0 90.3 90.8 7.2 3.6 6.0 6.9
630-7 6.6 3.9 3.9 4.6 84.9 89.2 89.3 86.8 8.5 6.9 6.8 8.6
630430 7:9 6,1 5.4 9.1 85.0 89.4: 89,6 87.5 7.1 4.5 5.0, 3,4
7 - 8 11.7 8.3 5.6 8.5 85.9 90. 91.3 .89.8 2.4 1.5 ,3.1 1.7

7 -730. 11.9. 8,0 6.4 6.8 85.5 6 1.7 90.5 2.7 2.3 1.9 2.3

730-8 6.8 4.3 1.9 3.4 85 89.1 91,9 90.3 7,4 6.5 6.2 6.3

730-8 10.4 7.3 4.4. 6.8 :1 1 89.7 92,3 90.3 3.5 3.0 3:3 2.$

8.830 8.1 5.2 3.3 9.1 :6 0 90.7 90.4 85.8 5.8 4.1 6.4 5.1

8 - 9 13.0 9.4 7e2 9.7, 82 86.5 86.8 84.1 4.2 4.1 6.0 6.3

830-9 7.4 5.1 3.5 6,3 85 90.2 91,9 87.5 7.6 4.7 4.6 . 6.3

9- 10 9,6 6.7 '3.3 1.4 83.8 88.9, 91.7 83.4
. 6.6 4.4 5.0 q 9.1

9. 10 7,8 4.6 3.3 4,5 82.0 84.9 .83.6 83.0 10.2 10.6 13.1 12.5

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.
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EffeCs of the number of sets in the.home

IR selecting this variable-for 'study it was hypothesized that the
incidence of parental, idance would be lower in multiple-set homes than

-in single-set home's. e basis of this c njecture was that parents in
multiple-set homes would have greater.dif iculty in monitoring the viewing.of
thlir children and, as a result, children ould experience less constraint.

145

> . The data in Table,36 provide substantt 1 support for the hypothesis.
For all eighty-six program listfngs, the pe centages of children from single-_
set homes reporting botil positive and,negati e guidance were higher th n
those of children from multiple-set homes. onsistpnt with this findi
was the fact that lack of parentpl guidance, as vpported by: lower p
centages of children fr'om 'single-set hcies; and higher percentages of those
living,p homes with three or more-sets.

Many slight trends were noted'in the r ports 'of i':oth positive and
negative guidance--that is, the greater the number of sets, the lowe'rcwere
the percentages reporting parental advice. HowevelQN the differences in
such reports were not always great between hildren in two=set homes and,
those in homes with three or more sets.

Res

Student's' Reports of Par Rtal Guidance
on Saturday Morning Programs

f all students
O

ong the twenty-four Saturday morning progriams listed on the question-
N.naire ,only minor differences were noted in the reports of .parenta guidance;'-,

as Ta i le 37.clearly demonstrates.'

In only one case was positive guidance reported by as many as 10% of
the respondents. Thpt ocoared with "Scooby Doo/Dynomutt." In no instance
was negative guidance reported by m e than 7% of thd: respondents for
any of the programs.

The percentages 'reporting no parenta.k advice were g9Opilly higher than
those observed earlier for evening program, and occurred14404n-a very,
narrow range of 84% to 88%.

Effects of the variable of 'sex

The sex of the child appeared to have little effect on the reports of
parental guidance. In-Table 37, it will be seen that in neither the "must
watch" nor the "should Watch" column do the percentages of boys and girls
responding, respectively, 4 more than 2% for any given program. Com-
6iningthese two columns, In all but two of the twenty-four programs boys
reported sli htl more positiVe guidance than did girls,.but the combined
difference did not exceed 4% in any case. A differeRce of. 4%,between the

Nt



Sunday "Programs:
, B'cast set , sets sets set sets sets set sets sets

Table. 36

EFFECTS OF THE NUMBER OF SETS IN THE HOME UPON STUDENTS' REPORTS OF GUIDANCt ON THE

VIEWING OF'TELEVISION PROGRAMS BROADCAST IN THE EVENINGS, 6:0010:00 P.M,*

(Percentages of students in the fourth through the ninth grades who reported parental guidance)**

Parental Guidance Reported by Students--By No. of Sets in the Home

"Must/should watch' it ". P "Don't care" "Shbuldn't/mustn't watch"

Time, 1, 2 3+ 1 2 3+, 1 2 3+

Bill Cosby Show

60 Minutps . . .,. , .

World of Di9ney

Si illibn Dollar Man :

onny & Cher Show. .

6 7 13.2% 9.7% 8.4% 80.0% 86.5% 88.3% 6. 8

6 - 7 15.2, 14.5 13.0 70.9 75.9 79.6 13.9

6 - 7 13.0 ' 10.9 8.9 84.0 87.2 89.5 3.0

7 - 8 13.5 9.1 8.1 80,5 86.8 88.3 6.1

7 - 8 9.3 6.5x 6.1 74.8 82.4 85,.9 15,9 ,

7 - 10 9;9 7.9 5.7 57.0 64.0 69.6 33.1

- 9 11.1' 6.8 7.4 74.5 82.8 86.0' 14.4

'1 9: 10 7,8 4.1 1;0 73.9 81.9 86.3 i 18.3

,./

.

) 6-630 25.9 23.5 21.4 67.1 11.0 74.2 6.9

'6-610 14.2 10.8 8.6 ,81.8 86.4 88.7 4.1

630-7 11.7 8.8 6.8 80.5 86.3. 88.9 7.7

,630-7 13.3 ki 8.1 81.3 87.8 89.1 5.3

'630-7 18.3 14,7 12.7 75,9 80.6 84.1 5.7

7 - 8 15.8 12.1 9.1 78,7 85.3 88.6 L5
7 8 1.5 12.6 8.8 77.4 84.8 17.5 5,1

'7-730 9,7 8.5 5.7 '78.4 84.8. 88.7 I 11.9

730-8 9.4 7.2 5.8 77.3 85.3 87.6 13.3

8-830 8.8 7.5 5:2 72.5 80.2 85.4 18.6

8. 11 14.6 11.5 10.1 75.1 81.7 84.7 10.3

30-9 8.9 6.1 5.6 74.2 81.8 85,5 16.9

9" -10 6.5 4.9 3.6 71.4' 78.0 82.9 22.1

Sybil '(The'Big Event). %

Kojak 8

Delvecchio

Monday Programs:

,

Iocal.TV news

To Tell the Truth. . .

Adam.12

Partridge'Family
. .

Wild ,Kingdom /

Captain & Tennille . .

Little House on Prairie ,

Rhoda c

Phyllis

Maude

Monday Nite Football f.

All's Fair
,

Executive Suite

3.8 3.3

9.6
, 7.4

1,9 1.6

4.1 3.5

28.0 24.7

10.5' 6.6

14,0 9.7

,5.6 4.4

2,7 2.7

4,9 4.3

2,4 2.9

4,7 3.2

2.6 2.3

2.6 1.7

6.7 5.6

7.5 '6.6

12,3

6.8 5.1.

12.1 8.9

17.1 13.5

* Programs are those scheduled for broadcast during the period of November 14-20. Excluded are "movies" and "specials,"

** For each program the number of respondents varied slightly. See Appendix B for sample sizes.
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Table 36 (cOnt'd)

Tuesday Programs:

Time

B'cast

"Must/should watch it" "Don't care" "Shouldn't/mustn't watch"
1

set

2

sets

3+

sets

1

set

2

:sets

3+

sets

1

set

2

sets

3+

sets

Local TV news ' 6-630 23.1% 20.2% 67.5% 72.5% 76.2% 6.4% 4.4% 3:6%
To Tell the 'Truth. . 6 0 11.4 8.8 7.1 84.6 89.2 90.2 4.0 2.0 2.7
Adam 12 6 0-7 11.3 8.5 6.8 81.9 88.1 90.2 3.6 3.1
Partridge Family . . 630-7 11.8 9.6 7.3 82.9 88.7 90.2 5.3 1.7 2.5
The Muppets 630-7 10.4 8.2 5.5 80.4 86.8 88.8 9.3 5.0 5.7
Baa Baa Black Sheep. . 7 -.8 30.9 8.6 7.0 75.6 83.2 86.9 13.5 8.3 6.1
Happy Days 7-730 16.9 12.2 9.7 79.9 86.1 88.3 3.2 1.8 2.1
Laverne & Shirley. . . 730-8 14.4 10.7 8.0 80.2 86.4 89.3 5.3 2.9 2.7
MASH 8-830 12.3 9.2 6.6 77.4 84.6 89.7 10.3 3.7
Police Woman . . l . . 8 - 9 10.4 8.4 6.9 77.7 83.3 87:3 11.9 8.3 5.8
Rich Man, Poor Man II. . 8 - 9 10.,3 8.4- 6.1 61.6, 67.7 74.8 28.1 23.9 19.1
One Day at a Time. . . 4 830-9 9 5 7.2 6.4 76.7 82.2 85.9 13:8 10.6' 7.8
Family . . . 9 10 12.3 8.4 8.0 69.9 77.3 82.2 17.9 14.2 9.8
Police Story 9 10 .10.6 7.8 6.2 7/.1 83.6 86.7 12.2 8.6 7.1
Switch 9 - 10 10.2 7.0 5.3 76.9 85.0 89.8 12.9 8.0 5.0

Wednesday Programs:

Local TV news -630 25.4 22.0 19.6 67.8 ']4.2 76.9 6.8 3.8 3:5
To Tell the Truth. . . . 6-630 12.7 8.9 7.6 83.5 89.0 90.3 3.8 2.1 2.1
Adam 12 630-7 11.9 7.9 6.8 80.3 87.6 89.6 ° 7.8 4.5 3.6
Partridge Family, . , . 630-7 13.2 9.5 7.6 83.0 88.6 89.8 3.8 1.9 2.5
The Jeffersons . 630-7 10.9 8.0 ( 6.7 79.6 86.9 89.6 9.5 5.1 3.7
Good Times 7-730 13.6 9.2 7.8 80.9 87;6 89.4 5.5 3.3 2.8
Hollywood Squares. . . . 7-730 9.0 5.8 4.6 80.0 89.5 11.0 5.9 5.9
Ball Four 730-8 7.2 5.1 4.7 78.2 85.8 ti 89.3 14.6 9.2 6.0
All in the Family. 8-830 12.3 8.9 6.7 77.0 84.6., 88.4 ,) 10.7 6.5 4.9
Alice, 830-9 9.1 6.0 5.4 77.1 84.7, 88.1 13.8 9.3 6.5
The Blue Knight '9- 10 8.6 5.5 4.8 74.6 81.6 86,5 16.8 12.9 8.7
The Quest 9- 10 9.6 6.8, 6.0 78.0 84.4 87.9 12.4 8.8 6.1

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.
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Table 36 (cont'd)

Thursday Programs:

Time

B'cast

"Must/should watch it" "Don't care" "Shouldn't/mustn't watch"

1

. set

2 ' 3+

sets sets

1

set

2

.sets,

3+

sets

1

set

2

sets

:3+

sets

Local TV news 6-630 23.1% , 20:3% 17.7% 69.41 75.5% 78.5% 7.5% 4.3% 3.8%
To Tell the Truth. . . 6-630 12.8 9.0 ' 7:9 83.5 88.9 90.2 3.7 1.9
Adam 12 630-7 10.8 6.9 6.5 82.2 88.7 90.6 7.1 4.4 2.9
Partridge Family .4 630-7 12.9 8.6 7.1 82.5 89.7 90.Y 4.6 1.7 2.3
This Week: Looking in* 630-7' 6.9 5.0 5.7 78.6 85.7 87)3 ),' 14.5 9,3 6.6
Gemini Man 7 - 8 11,7 7.9 5.9 80.9 87.0, 90.4 7.5 5.3 3.7
Welcome Back, Kotter . 7-730 14.0 10.1, 8.5 80.1 87.0 88.4 5.9 3.0 3.1
Barney Miller' 730-8 11.1 7.1 6.4. 80.3 81.0 90.2 8,6 5.9 3.4
Hawaii Five-0. . . . 8 - 9 10.6 6.9 6.9 78.9 87.3 89.4 10.4 5.8 3.1
Tony Randall Show. . 8-830 9.5 6.4 6.0 81.5 88.5 89.6 9.0 5.1. 4.4
Nancy Walker:Show. . 830-9 10.7 6.6 6.0 79.7 87.8 88,3 9.6 5.6 5.7
Barnaby Jones 9 10 10.0, 5.4 6.0 80.3 87.6 89.3 9.8 6.9 4.7
Dick Van) Dyke & Co.. . 1 9- 10 11.9 7.9 6.1 80.0 87.6 90.1 8.0 .4.5 3.8
Stteets'San.Francisco. .

Friday Programs:

9- 10 10.6 6.6 6.8

n

19.3 86.6 88.9 10:0 6.9 4.3

Local' TV news 6-630 22.9 20,4 18.0 69,8e 75.8 78,9 7.3 3.8 3.1

To Tell the,Truth. . 6-630 13.5 8,1 7.1 83.1 189.4 90.9 3.3 '1.9 2.0
. Adam 12 .630-7 10.9 7.3 6.4 81.9 88.6 90,E 7.2 $4.2 2.8
Andy Williams 630-7 7.2 5.5 4.2 80,5 87.9 90.8 12.3 6.6 5.0
Partridge Family . . . . 630-7 12.2 8.8 7.4 82.5: 89.6 90.5 5.3 1.5 2.2
Donnie & Marie . 7 - 8 14.1 10.9 1.-3 80.6 87.4 90,8 5.3 1.7 1.9
Lawrence Welk 7 - 8 9.6 5.6, 5.0 77.7 86.8 89.7 12.7 7.6 5.3

Sanford and Son 7-730 13.0 8.9' 7.5' 81.1 88.1 ,90.1 5.9 3.0 2.4
Chicho and the Man 730-8 11.3 8.2 6.3 82.0 88.7 91.0 6.7 3.1 2.7

RockfordJiles 8 - 9 11.1 7.5 6.7 80.1 87.7 90.0 8.8 4.8 3.3

Serpico 9 10 7.5 5.3 4.9 74.3 81.9 86.4 18.2 12.8 8.7

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of, the table.
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Table 36 (cont'd)

"MustIshould watch it" "Shouldn't/mustn't Watch""Don t care"

Time 1 ' 2- 3 +. 1 2 ( 3+' 1 2 3+

Saturday Programs: B' cast set sets sets set sets sets set sets sets

local TV news 6-630 .8% 21.2% 17.4% 68.9% 74.4% 78.2% ' 7.3% 4.4% 4.4%

liollywood Squares. . .' 6-630 , 8.1 , 5.4 3.6 83.0 89.0 91.5 8.5 5.5 . 4.9

Doliy / 630-7 8.2 5.0 4.2 81.1 87.5, 90.5 10.8 7.5 5.3

Hee Haw 630-730 10.6 6.6 4.6 80.8 87.4 9,1..3 8.6 6.0 4.2

Emergency 7 - 8 13.6 10.6 7.4. 83.0 88.6 , 90.2 3.4 1.5 2.4

Holmes & Yoyo 7-730 14.0 9.6 8.0 82.0 88.5 90.4. 4.0 1.9 1.6

Doc 730-8 7.6 5.1 ., 4.0 82.2 88.8 91.0 10.1 6.0 5.0

Mr. T. & Tina 730-8 12.2 8.0 7.1 82.2 89.5 90.7 5.6 ,2.5 2.2

Mary Tyler Moore Show. 8-830 9.6 6.5 15.3 82.1 89.1 90.6 8.2 4.4 4.1

Starsky & Hdtch 8 - 9 15.5 10.7 '8.4 78.1 85.4 88;5 6.3 4.0 3.1

Bob Newhart Show . . . 830-9 9.2 6.1 4.6 81.2 88.4 90%6 9.7 5.5 4.8

Carol Burnet ShoW , . 9 - 10 10.9 8.4 5.6 79,.9 86.7 90.5 9.2 4.9 3.9

Most Wanted 9- 10 8.2 6.0 5.7 77.4 84.1 87.2 14.4 9.9 7.1

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of thelable.
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Table 37

STUDENT REPORTS OF PARENTAL GUIDANCE ON THE VIEWPCOF SPECIFIC

TELEVISION PROGRAMS'ON SATURDAY MORNING'

(Percentages of boys and girls in the fourth through the ninth grades who reported parental guidance)2

t

Program's::

SylVester & Tweety.

Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape

Woody Woodpecker Show

In the News3

Rugs Bunny/ROad Runner

Mumbly Show

The Pink,Ranther.'.

School House Rock4. .

Jabberjaw

Scooby Doo/Dynomutt .

Tartan, Lord of Jungle

McDuff, the Talking Dog

Shazam/Ists Hour. .

The Kroffts Super

Hour..

The Monster Squad . .

Ark II

Land of the Lost. . .

Bigqohn, Little, John

Clue Club

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids

Jr. Almost Anything Goes

Kids from C.A.P.B.. .

Muggsy. . .

Way Out Games

Parental Guidanck Reportid ty Students.7-Overail and by Sex ,

Time Must Watch . Should watch, "Don't care" Shouldn't watch 'Mustn't Watch'

B'cast All Boy. Girl All Boy G01 All Boy ,Girl All Boy Girl ,All Boy Girl

700-725 5% 6% 5% 3% 4 3% . 88% 87% 89%

700-755 6 7 5 3 4 3 ,88 86 89

700-730 5 6 4 3 4 3 88 87 : 89

725-730 ,2 3 2. 7. .7 8 84 84 84

730-825. 6 7 5' .3 3 3 88 87 89

730-755 4 5 4 3 3 3 87 87 88.

730-900 6 7 5 3 4 3 88 87 89

755-800 3 3 4 4 5 3,, 886 88
800-825 q 6 5 3 4 2d t 88 87 19'
830-925 7 8 6 3 4 2 Af 88 86 89:1

830-855 5 6 4 3 3 , 88 J87 89

900-930 4 5 4 3 -3 3 88 87 88

900-955 4 4 4 3 4 3 1' 88 87 87

930.1055 6 7 6 3 4 2 87 86 i88,

930-1000 4 5 4 3' 4 3 88 86 87

1000-1025 4 5 2 3 2 88 86 89

1000-1030 5 4 4 3 4 3 88 87 88

1030-1100 4 6 3 4 2, .88 87 89

1030-1055 4 5. 3 .3 3 2 88 '87 89

1100-1125 6 6 5 3 3 3 88 871

1100-1125 6 7 6 3 4' 2 88 87 89

1100-1130 '\ 4 4 4, 3 3 ?' 87 87 88

1130-1200 4 4 4 3 3 '3 87 81 88,

1130-1155 4 5 4 3 3 88 87 88

,2% 2% 2% .2%

2 2, 1

2 3 2\ 2 1

3 3 3 4

2 2 2. '1.

.. 3 3' 3.

2 °2 2 1

3 3. 2 3

2 2 2 1

2 2' 2 1

2 3 2 2

2 3 2 3

2 2 2. 2

2 2 2 2

2 3. 2 3

3 .3 a 4

2 3 2 -2

3 2

3 22

.

3

2 2 2 ' 2

2 2' 2 1

3 3 2 3'

3 3 3 3

3 3 2 3

1% 2%

1 1

. 2

4 4

.1 1

3 3

1 1

3 3.

1 2

1 1

2 3

2. 3

2 2

2 2

2 3

3 4

2 3

.3

1 2

1 1

3 4

3 3

2; 3;

1 grograms are those scheduled for broadcast on Nov. 13 and20, 7:00 a.m. to nom. Excluded are "movies a d "specials."

2 For each'priram, the number of respondents varied. slightly.- 'See Appendix B fur same e sizes.

3 A five-minute program broadcast also at 7:55, 8:25, 8:55, 9:55, 10:8 10:55, 11:25, a d 11:55.

41A five-minute .program \broadcast also at 8:25, 9:25,10:65, and 11:25.
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reports of boys and girls were noted only for 'Scooby Doo/Dynomutt" and
"Ark II."

Turning to the "negative side of the ledger,". even less difference
was noted between boys' and girls'..reports'of parental guidance. In f ct,
in each column--"houldn't watch" and "must not watch," only 1% separated
the boys and girls for each of the twenty-four programs.

'Based on the :observations above, it is not surprising to find that
the percentages of boys and girls reporting no parental guidance range
from the mid -to upper-eighties.

7

'Effects of the grade level of students

Table 38 reveals a trend in positive parental guidance received by
tudents in the fourth through the eighth grades--the lower the grade
evel, the higher were the percentages who reported that tRey must or should
tch each of the twenty-four programs'. The differences between eighth

ninth graders, however, were insignificant, not more than 1% separating
each for every listed program.

With respect to,negative guidance, the trend was somewhat less pro-
nounced. Again, the fourth'graders reported the greatest incidence of

'guidance. Collectively, children in-the elementary grades, four through
six, received more guidancnthan did junior high school students. The
differences among the latter, however,, were not great.

Base4/owthe observation 'above, it is consistent to find that the
incidence of no,parental advice was lowest among the grade schoolers,
especially thoS'e in the fourth grade.

Effects of the variable of race

Race did appear to have. some effects on the reports of parental
. guidance on the viewing of Saturday morning programs, the racial patterns
being somewhat similar to those observed in the reports on evening

(\,
television programs. . 1,..

.

In Table 39, among the four racial/ethnic groups the percentages of
Black students reporting positive guidance exceeded those of the. 'other
groups for all twenty-four programs. The reported incidence of positive
guidance was lowest among White students for all programs.

,

Looking at the incidence of negativeoguidance, the percentages of , . ..

Black students reporting that they "should not" or "Must not watch" exceeded
those of the other groups for all but one of the twenty-four programs. The

J.
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Table 39

EFFECTS OF RACE UPON STUDENTS' EPORTS OF PARENTAL GUIDANCE ON THE

(VIEWING OF SPECIFIC TELEVISION PROGRAMS ON SATURDAY MORNING1

Percentages of students in the fourth through the ninth grades who reported parental guidance)

Programs: °
Time

Wcast

Parental Guidance Reported by Students--by Race of Student ,

Must/should watch ,"Don't care"
nilis.ttShouldn'trlitwath

Span/ Amer. , ,Span/ Amer. Span/. Amer.

White Black Mex'n Win White Black Mex'n Ind'n White Black MexIn Ind'n
,

Sylvester OweetY. . 7.725 6.3% d.0.4%

Tom, & Jerry/Grape Ape . 7-755 6.9 23.0

Woody Woodncker Show . 7-730 6.0 19.0

In the Newsi q25-730 7.6 18.7

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner. 730-825 7. 22.5''
Mumbly Show . . . 730.755 5. 17.1

The Pink Panther. . . , 730-9 6. 21.0

School HoUse Rock
4

. . 755-8 5.8 14.4

Jabberjaw , . 8-825 6.4 20.0

Scooby Doo/Dynomutt . 830.925 7.3, 20.8

Tarzan, Lord, of Jungle. 830-855 6 0

McDuff, the, Talking Dog 9-930 7

,17.8

Shazam/Iiis Hour. . . 9.955 7.3 9

The Kroffts Super Show. 930-1055 5.8 17.3

The Monster Squad . . 930.10 , 5.7 17.0

Ark II' 10-1025 4.7 14,2

Land of the Lost. 10-1030 6,0 17.8

'Big Joha,,Little John . 1030-11 5.7 15.8

ClUe,Club . . . .1030-1055 5,4 15:8

at Albert & Cosby Kids 11-1121 6.2 20;8

:Jr. Almost Anything Goes'11-1125 7,3 17,7

Kids from C.A.P.E.R.. . 11-1130 5,4 13.1

Muggsy 1130-12 5.3 15,1

Way Out Gams-', 1130-1155 5.5 11.8

...14`

12.6°, 11.3%

13.3 12.3

14.6 .,11.3

12.7 17.0

15.1 10.5"
8.9 10.6

16.0 11.3

11.9 8.0

12.6 10.4

14.4 114.4

9.7 12.3

11.8 10.5

11.9 13.9

11.8 . 8.8

11.7 '8.8, 5

9.O' (8,8

15.5' .8.8

8.9 10.5

9.9 11.4

11.5 10.6 ,

14.6 11,5

9.7 11,4

10.8 11.6

12.7. 11.6

3.9% 1.0% 1.7%

2.9 1.0 0.9

6.0 1.0 1.7

12.5 9.8 9.81
3.7 0,0 1.8

8.6 5.0 7.1.

4.3 0.0 3.5

10.7 4.0 8.0

5.3 1.0' 3.5

3,9 2.6

89.8 75,5 86.4 86.0 4.2 6.7 3.9 1.8

90.0 74.7 85.3 86,8 4.4 9.0 2.9 2.6

88.9 75.2 87.1 14.3 . 3.8 5.9 1.0' 1.7

90.1' 74.8 86.3 85.8 4.1 7.9 2.0 5.3

98,6 74.6 85,4 88.5 4.7 8.3 2.9 2.7

89.5 76,1 86.0 86.7 5.8 9.7 5.0 4.4

90.1 76.3 ,83.5 87.6 .3.9 5.9 1.0 3,5

89.5 76.3 86:11 84,2 4.8. 7.9 5.0 5.3

90.0 76.2 85.1 84.2 4.6 8.0 5,0 4.4

90.3 75.1 86.5 86.2 3.4 - 4.1 1.9 2.7

89.8 76.1 82.5 86.7 2.9 6.3 2.9 1.8

-'' 89.4 75,8 84.5 83.3 5.1 11.1 5.8 5.3

89.6 74.4 83.3 83.0' 5,1 10.5 5.9 5,4

89.$ 76.4 82.4i 83.0 4.7 9.9 4.9 5.4

1 Programs are those scheduled for broadcast on Nov. 13, and 20, 7:00:a.m. to noon, Excluded are "movies" and "specials."

2

For each program, yle number of respondents varied slightly. See Appendix B for sample'sles.

3
,A five-minute program broadcast also at 7:55:8:25; 8:55, 9:55, 10:24 10:55, 11:25f and 11:55.

4 A five-minute program brbadcast also at 8:25, 9:25, 10:55, and 11:25.
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exception occurred in the case of "Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape" for which equ)11
percentages of Blacks and Whites reported negative guidance. There wee,
numerous minor variations among the other three groups and no broad
generalizations appear to be warranted. It was noted that for twelve of
the twenty-four programs, the percentages of Spanish/Mexicans reporting
negative guidance were lower than those of the other three gt ups.

Effects of urban/rural residence

ihe effects of this variable on parental guidance are similar to those
observed in the analysis of evening television programs in Table 35. In
Table 40, beloW, Wichita children are found to have reported higher positive
guidance for all prOgrams than did those living on farms. The latter, on
the other hand, reported more negative guidance on all twenty-four programs.

,Although the differences were quite small, in twenty-one cases Wichita
children reported .a lower incidence of no parental guidance than did those
ih the other residence categories. Again, as was noted earlier in the
analyses of the effects of place of residence upon parental guidance toward
evening television programs, this finding may.reflect the disproportionate
share of minority students in the Wichita subsample--students which
generally reported more par:ental guidance than did White students.

Effects of the number of sets in the home
0

Table 41 analyzes the effects of this variable which are'simi;lar to
those observed for evening television programs in Table 36. For each of
the twenty-four Saturday morning programs, the greater the number of sets
in the home the lower were the percentages reporting positive parental
guidance. In most instances this was true also with respect to negative
guidance. However, the differences were greater between single-set and
multiple-set homes than between two -set homes and those with three or more-
sets. In the latter' the percentages of children reportingeA parental
advice exceeded 90% in all cases but one.

2 4 I



Table 40

EFFECTS OF PLACE OF RESIDENCE UPON STUDENTS' REPORTS OF PARENTAL GUIDOCE

OF THE VIEWING OF SPECIFIC TELEVISION PROGRAMS' ON SATURMY MORNING'

(Percentages of students in the fourth through the ninth grades who reported parental guidance)2

Programs:

Parental Guidance Reported by Students--by Place of Residence

Must/should watch

Rural

Time Wich- Non-

I3'cast ita Town Farm Farm

Sylvester & Tweety. . . 7-725 9.1%

Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape . 7-755 10.3

Woody Woodpqcker Show . 7-730 9,0

In the News 725-730 10.4

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner 730.825, 10,2

Mumbly Show 730-75L 8.4

The Pink Panther. . . A 730-9 nO 10.0

School House Rock4. . 755-8 8.2

Jabberjaw 8L825 "9.4

Scooby Doo/Dynomutt 83 -925 10.3

Tarzan, Lord of Jungle 830-855 8.5

McDuff, the Talking Dog 9-930 8.5

Shazam /Isis Hour; . . 9-955 8.5

The Kroffts Super Show. 930-1055 10.0

The Monster Squad . .,. 930 -10, 8.3

Ark II. . . 10-1025 7.1

Land of the Lost. . . 10-1030 9.1

Big John, Little John . 1030-11 8.1

Clue Club 1030-1055 7,9

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids 11-1125 9.6

Jr. Almost Anything Goes 11-1125 9.8

.Kids from C.A.P.E.R.. . 11-1130 7.7

Muggsy 1130-12 7.8

Way Out Games 1130-1155 7.9

"Don't care"

ura

Wich- Non- .

ita( Town Farm Farm

tn t watch

ral

Wich- Non-°

.ita Town 'Farm Farm'

6.5% 6.3% 87.3% 90.9% 89.5% 88.3% 3.6% 2.6% 4.2% 5.6%

7.3 6.1 .2 87:0 90.6 90.2 88.3 2.7 2.1 3.6 5.0.

5,5 5.6 6,1 87.1 91.3 90.0 88,3 3.8 3.3 4.4 5.6

6.3 6.3 9.4 82.5 88,4 87.0 82.2 7.1 '5.4 6.1 8.3

7.5 6.5 7,3 137.1 90.3 90.3 88.3 2.7 2.2 3.2 4.5

4.1 4.2 3.4 86.0' 90.7 91.3 88.8 5.6 5.2 4.4 7.8

6.9 6.1 7.3 86.9 90.9 90.1 87.7 3.0 2.2 3.8 5.0

/5:5 6.1 86.3 90.7 90.2 86.7 5.5 5.2

4

7.2

6.0 6.0 5.0 5.9 90.9 90.4 88,3 3.6 3.1 3./ 6.7
7.4 7,1 5,6 87.0 90.4 89.5 88.8 2.8 2.2 3!4 5.6

6.3 5.8 5.0 87.0 89.8 90.0 87.7 4.5 3.9 4.2 7.3

4,8 5.2 2.2 86.6 90:5 90.2 91.6 4.9 4.7 4.6 6.1

4.7 5.0 6.1, 87.0 91.7 89.7 86.0 4.5 3.6 5.3 7,8

7.6 6,3 7,3' 86.1 89.3 ,90.1 86.0 3.9 3.1 .3.6 6.7

5.1 5,5 4.4 86.7 90.3 89.5 880 5,1 4,6 5.0 6

4.1 4,4 2.2 86,8 89.4 '90.2 88.3 6.1 6.6 5.4 9.5

5.7 5.0 5.6 87.0 90.9 90.8 86.4 3.9 3.4 4.2 7.9

5.8 , '5.4 4.5 86.6 89.9 89.7 89.3 5.3 4.3 5.5 6.2

5.0 5.0 4.5 87.1 ' 90.4 90.4 87.7 5.0 '1.6 4.6 7.8'

6.1 4.6 5,6' 87,1 90.6 91.0 88,8 3.3 3.3 4.4 5.6

7.0 6.1 7.8 87,1 90.2 90.3 87.7 3,1 2.7 3.6 4.5

5.0 4,4 2.8 86.2 89.6 91.5 87.6 6.1 5.5 4.0 9.6

5.4 4.0 3.4 86.1 90.1 91.6 86.6 6.1 4.6 4.4 10.1

5.6 4.4 2,2 86.6 89.5 91.0 90.4 5.5 4.9 4.6 7,3

1 Programs are those scheduled for broadcast on Nov. 13 and 20, 7i00 a.m. to .noon. Excluded arelloVies" and 'specials."

2

For each program, the, number of respondents varied slightly. See Appendix B for sample sizes.,

,dte program broadcast also at 7:55, 8:25, 8:55, 9:55, 10:25, 10:55, 11:25, and 11:55

4
A five-minute program broadcast ,also at 8:25 9:25, 10:55, and 11:25.

it3
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Table 41

0, EFFECTS OFD THE NUMBER OF SETS IN THE HOME UPON STUDENT

ON THE VIEWING OF TELEVISION PROGRAMS BROADCAST ON

(Percentages of students in the fourth thnough the ninth grades

S' REPORTS OF GUIDANCE

SATURDAY MORNING'

"who repor d parental guNance)
2

Programs':

Sylvester & Tweety

Tomm & Jerry/Grape Ape. .

Woody Wbodpecker Show . .

In, the News3

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner. .

Mumbly Show

The ,Pink Panther /e

School HouSe Rack . \.' . . .

Jabberjaw : . . . .

Scooby Doo/Dynomutt . . :

Tarzan, Lord of Jungle.

McDuff, the Talking Dog .

Shazam/Isis Hour

The Kroffts Super Show.

Thbonster Squad . , .

'Ark II

Land of the Lost

Big John, Little John .

Clue Club

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids .

Jr. Almost Anything Goes.

Kids'from

Muggsy... . .

Way Out Games , . .

Time -

B' cast

7-725

7-755

7-730
,

725-730

730-825

730-755

730-9

755-8

8,825

830-925

830.855

9-930

9-955

930-1055

930-10

10-1025

10-1030

1030-11

1030-1055

11-1125

11-1125

11-1130

1130-12

1130-11i6

Parental Guidance Re orted b Studen's - -B No. of Sets in the Home

:"Must/should watch it"

3+

sets

"Don't ca;0

1 2

set' sets

1 2

sets

10.6% 7.9% ,5.7% 83.9% 89:4%

12.1 111 6.8 83.9 89.6

10.9 #7.2 5.4 84.0 89%4

10.4 9.2 8.0 79.7 85.2

12.4 8.0 7.0 83%8 89.6

9.1 6,6 5,1,, 83.0 88.7

12.4 7.8 6.7 83.4 89.7

8.2 7.5 5,1 83.4 88.1

10.7 7.7 6.4, i 84.3 89.2

12.0 8.6 6.4 86.6 89.2

9.5 7.2 6.0 94.1 88.8

9.2 6.9 5.2 83.5 89.1

9.7' 6.7 5.7, 83.6 89.4

11.5 8.6 6.4 82.6 88.2

8,9 '7 4 5.2 83.5 88.6

8.2 5,6 4.4 82,9 89.1

10.7 6,9 5.1 84.0 89.3

9.6 6.6 5.4 83.7 88.7

8.9 6.4 5.4, 83.9 89.4

10.6 7.3 6.8 84.4 89.6'

11.3 8.5 6.6 83.9 88.9

8,8 6.1 5.3 82.8 89.0

8.5 6.4 4.7 83.4 87.8

9.0 6.3 5.4 83.6 89.0

3+

sets

91'.6%

90.8

91.5

87.1

90.9

91.0

90.9

'91.5,

9006

91.4

91.2

91.6

91.7

91.1

91.5

91.5

91.5

90.9

91.2

90.8

91.3.

90.9

f,x .6

90.9

"Shouldn't/mustn't watch

'1,

set

2

sets

6,5% 2.7%

4.0 2.2

5.1 3.4

9.0 5.6

3.9 2.4,

7.9 4.6

4.2 2.5

8,4 4.4

5,O,, 3.1

4.4 2.2

6.4 3.9

7.3 4.0

6.8 3,9

5.9 3,2

7.5 4,0

'8.9 5.3

5.3 3.7

6.7 4.7

7.2 4.3

5.0 3.1

4.8 2.6

8.4 5.0

8.1 5.3

7.4 4.7,

3iii

sets

2.4%

2.4

'3.1

4.9

2.1

3.9

2.5

3.1'

3.0

`\_/2".2

2.7

3.2

2.6

2.6

3.3.

4.1

2.8

3.7

3.4

2,4

'2.1

3.8

S.7

3.7

1 Programs are those scheduled for broadcast on Nov. 13. Excluded are: "movies" and "specials."

2 For each program, the number of respondents varied slightly. See Appendix B for sample sizes.

3 A five-minute program broadcast also at 7:55, S:25, 8':55, 9.55 10:25, 10:55, 11:25,'and 11:55.

4

A five-minOte prOgraLbroadcast also at 6.:25, 9:25; 10:55, and 11:25.
1,/ A
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CHAPTER VII

Aar

COMPARIS ll'OF STUDENTS' AND PARENTS' REPORTS ON TIMES OF THE
EV KING WHEN, CHILDREN MUST STOP VIEWING TELEVISION

In Chapter IV, analyses were provided on times of the evening beydnd
which'children usually are required to stop watching television, based on
children's re orts only, In this ;chapter, children'sireports will be compared
with their parents' reports.

1

As noted earlier in the discussion'of the methodology employ (Chapter
II), comparison of chil ren's reports and their parents' reports as made
possible,by matching i ntical serial numbers assigned to children's question-
naires and t se compl ed.by their parents. Parental response dictated the-
size of t s mple of children upon-which the comparisons in this chapter are
based. Oach of 2,697 children, one or Are parents responded. This
means th t he children's sample (the "subset") analyzed in this chapter is
just slightly over one -half, the size of the total sample (5,167) upon which
the analyses in Chapter IV were based. As a consequence, to maintain
reasonably high statistical reliability,some of the respondent categories
analyied in. Chapter IV were collapoed or even eliminated in this chapter.

Readers interested in more complete and reliable estimates of children's
perceptions of parental guidance on permissible viewing times should review
Chapter IV. The primary purpose of this chapter'is to examine the cor-
responqence of parent and student reports of prescribed times (hereafter
referred to as "cutoff times") when children must cease viewing television
on nights before. both school and non- school, dayS.

In the first subsection below, the general pattern of parental guidance
dnd degree of correspondence between parental and children's reports will
be analyzed. In subsequent subsections, the effects of several demographic
variables will be examined. To avoid overly repetitious description of the
same observable patterns, the subsection's on the effects-of demographic
variables.will be confined primarily to-"highlights" and to, significant
differences from the overall pattern., For more in-depth analyses, the
reader should/examine each of the supporting tables in detail.

Reports of All Respondents

Cutoff times on nights before sghool days. in Table 42, little dif-
ference between parent and student reports was noted prior to th end of
the "family viewing period" (8:00 P.M.). However, from that point on,
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Table 42

0

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS ON THE TIMES OF THE

EVENING WHEN CHILDREN MUST STOP WATCHING TELEVISION

Overall and by Sex of the Parent and Child -

Before School lk

Days

Must stop at:

6:00

6:30

7:00

7.30

8:00..,

8:30

9:00

9:30

10:00

10:30

11:00

11:30

12:00+

Nolimitation

arents

08251

% Cum%

0.3 0.3

0.2 0.5

0.2 0.7

'0.4. 1,1

5.4 6,6

9.7 16,2

29.4 4516

10.3 55.9

31.4 87.3

3.9 91.2

0,3 91,5

0.1 91,6

17.1 91.7

8.4 100,1

Before Non-
.

Schools Days. (4827)

Must stop at::

6:00 0

6:30 0.1

7:00 O.)

7:30 0.0

8:00 0.5

8:30.., ,0.7

9:00 3.4

9:30 2.1

10:00.,,., 18.5

10:30 4.1

11:00 2.8

11:30... 3.0

12:00+., 5,2

No limitation 59.3

0 0,0

0.1

0.2

0.2

0.7

1.4

4.8

6:9

25.4

29.5

32.3

35,3

40 5

99.8

C ren

(2655j

% Cum%

A at ers

(2072)

% Cum%

0.3 0.3 0.4 , 0.4 \\

0.1 .%.4 0.1 0.5

0.2 0.6 ' 0.1 0.6

0.3' 0.9 ,0.3 0.9

2.9 3.8 5.1 6.0

6,5 10.3, 9.5 15.5

Z1,0 31.3 30.4 45.9

9.3 40.6 10.2' 56.1

32.7 73.3 30.2 86.3

10.1 83.4 3.8 90,1

2.6 , 86.0 0.3 90.4',

1.0 87.0 0.1 90.5

0,7 87.7 0.0 90.5

12.4 100.1 9.4 99.9
6

(2667) (2069)

'0.3,

0.1

0.1

0.0

0.7

0.9

2.4

1.5

6.6

2.9

2.0

2.5

9.0

71.1

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.5

1.2

2.1

4.5

6.0

12.6

15.5

17,5

20.0

29.0

100.1

.0.1

0.0

0.1

0.5

1.1

3.4

2.0

18.9

3,9

2.9

3.2

5,8

58.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.2

0.7

1.8

.5.2

7.2

26.1

30.0

32.9

36.1

41,9

100.0

Not er

(25591

% Cum%.

0,2 0,2

0.2 0.4,

0.2 0.6,

0.4 1.0

5.6' 6.6

9.9 16.5

28.9 45.4

10.6 56.0

32,6 88.6

3. 92,4

0./ 92.6

0.1 92.7

0.0 92.7

7.3 100.0

A Bo s , A Girls)

(1277 03661

% Cum% % Cum% \

0.2 0.2 0.4 0.4

0.2 0.4 0.0 0.4

0.4 0.8 0.1 0.5

0.2 1,0 .10.4 0.9

2.7 . 3.7. 1.9 3.8

6.7 10.4 6.4 10.2

'20.0. 30.4 ,21.8 32.0

9.9 40,3 8.6 40.6\

31.0 71.3 34.3, 74.9

11.1 82.4 9,2 84.1

3.0 85.4 , 2.2 86.3

1,2, 86.6 0.7 87.0

1.1 87,7 0,2 87.2

12.0 99,7 12.7 99.9

(2560)

0.0

0.1

0.0

0 :0

0.5

0.5

3,5

2.2

18.8

4.3

2.7

2.9

4.5

60.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.6

1.1

4.6

6,8

25,6

29.9

32.6

35.5

40.0

100.0

(1286) (1369)

0.3

0.1

0.0

0.0

0.6

0.9

2.3

1.4

6.5

2.3

1.7

1.9

11.3

70.8

0.3

0.4

0.4

0.4

) 1.0

1.9

4.2

5.6

12.1

14.4

16.1

18.0

29.3

'100.1

0.3

0.1

0.2

0.0

0.7

1.0

2.5

-1.6

6.6

3.4

2.2

3.1

6.9

71,4

0.3

0.4

0.6

0.6

1.3

2.3

4.8

6.4

13.0

16.4

18.6

21.7

28:6

100.0
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parents reported substantrAlly greater restrictions on peinissible viewing
times. At the 8:30, 9:00, 9:30'and 'IMO P.M. cutoff times, the cumulative
percentages of parents reporting restrictions were 16.2%, 45.6%, 55.9% and
87.3%, respectively. For the same cutoff times, the cum4rlative percentages
of children reporting parental restrictions were 10.3%,31.3%, 40.6%, and

For both parents and children, the most frequently reported cutoff
time was 10:00 P.M.:followed by 9:00 P.M. However, they differed in'their
reports on the three other most frequently mentioned cutoff times. For
the parents, the three were 9:30, 8:30, and 8:00, in order of frequency;
for the children, they were 10:30, 9:30, and 8:30. Clearly, the children
tended to report later cutoff times.

The differences between parents' and children's perceptions of parental
guidance on cutoff times was not unexpected. The reasons for the dif-

,fgrences in perceptions/are not known from the data obtained in survey,
but it might be speculated that children are more reluctaPt to acknowledge
parental restraints, whereas parents might be less inclined to acknowledge
that they permit their children to view television late in the evenings
on nights before school days. Deliberate prevarication on the part of
either parents or children is nut implied. The disparities may well be
due to differences in'subliminal perceptions.

The percentage of children reporting no limitations whatsoever on time's
they may view television in the evening before school days was 50% higher
than that of parents similarly reporting--12.4% and 8.4%, respectively.

Cutoff times on nights before non-school qys. As Table 42 reveals,
the cumulative incidence 'of cutoff times reported by both parents and
children was much lower on nights before non-school days. The disparities \
between child and parent were greatest from 10:00 P.M. on, with cumOative
percentages of parents reporting cutoff .times being roughly, twice as high
as those of children from 10:00 to 11:30 P.M. Approiimately 60% and-JO%
of the parents and children, respectively, reported no limitations'whatsoever.

)

Variations Attributable Io the Sex of the Respondents

Sex of the respondent did not appear.to be a significant variable.
As Table 42 reveals, deviations from the general pattern described aboVe
were very slight. The consensus of reports among fathers and mothers was
quite high, and a similar "consistency was noted-among ys and girls. .1.4 e
consistencies were true for nights before both school nd non-,spool,days.

ariations Attributable to the Grade Level of the Students
oga

In Table 43, the six grade levels surveyed in this study were col-
lapsed into.two categories--fourth through the sixth grades (elementary



school), and seventh through the ninth grades (intermediate or junior high
school). This procedmre permitted larger'sample sizes, "and, i, turn,.
greater statistical (reliability than would haveibeen possible by analyzing
,each grade level of'the student subset. The latter type of analysis was
possible for the total sample of students repofted in Chapter IV.

Cutoff times on nights before school days. Prior to the end of the
amily viewing, period," the incidence of parental restriction on children's

viewing was low. Between 41:00 and 9:00 P.M., howev" parents of elementary
school children reported placing much greater limitation on their children's
viewing, than did parents of the older children in junior high school.
Approximately 65% of the parents of the younger children had prescribed
cutoff times by 9:00 P.M. or,earlier, compared with only one-fourth of the
parents of the junior high students.

Proportionately, three times as, many parents of the older children
reported no limitations whatsoever on viewing on nights before school
days--the percentage of grade schbolers' parents so reporting-averaging
_about 4% compared with an average of approximately 13% of the parents of
children in, the seventh through the ninth grades.

In both educational categories, the disparities between the reports of
children and those of their parents followed patterns described earlier,
the parents consistently reporting greater cumulative viewing limitations
at each half-hour.

With respect to the children, the cumulative incidence of reported
cutoff times among the grade schoolers was slightly higher for girls than
for toys. The reverse was true in the junior high grades, but the dif-
ferences were not great.

Cutoff times on nights before non-school days. As might be expected,
and confirmed by Table 43, parents of children in both educational tate-
govies reported less limitations on the times of viewing on nights before"
non-school days. The patterns of reported parental restraints, however,
were similar to those noted on nights before school days,'i.e., junior
high school students and their parents reported much less parental res-
triction on viewing. Fathers and mothers differed little in their rep*ts.

In the elementary grades, girls generally reported a slightly higher
cumulative, incidence cutoff'times-than did boys, but that phenomenon
was not evident in eports of junior high,students.

Of triter:est are the observations that approximately one-half of the
parents of the grade schoolers reported no limitations whatsoever, whereas
two-thirds of parents of junior high school students reported no limitations.

-One might speculate that the lower incidence of parental restrictibm-
on children's viewing onbnights before non-scllool days may be attributable

c

C
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. 1 . ;Table 43

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AD CHILDREN' 'REPORTS ON'THE TIMES OF THE

EVENING1HEN CHILDREN MUST STOP WATCHING TELEVISION

- By Grade Level of Children -

'Before School

nays Men

(1019)

'Must stop it: % Cum%

6:00

6:30

7:00

7:30

8:00

8:30

900

9:30

10:00

10:30

11:00

11:30

12:00f...,

No limitation

4th through the 6th grades

Women Boys. Gfrls Men

(1329) (681) (700) (1053)

% Cum% % Cum% % Cum% % Cym%

7th through the 9th grades

Women joys t1r1s

(1230) ('696) (666)

Cui% % Cum% % Cum% .

0.1

0.3-

0.3

0.6 0.6 0.2 0.2 -0.3 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.3,

0,2 '0.8 0.2 0.4 0.4 0.7 0,0 0.4 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0

0.2 1.0 0.4 0,8 0.7 1.4 0.1 0.5 0.1 0.4 0.0. 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0

0.5 1.5 0.5 1.3 .0.4 1.8 0.9 1.4 0.2 0.6 0.3 0.7 0.0 0.0 0i0

9.0 10.5 9.3 10.6 3.8 5.6 5,0 6 6.4 1.2 1.8 1.6 2.3 1.5 1.5 0.8

15.2 25.7 15.7' 26.3 10.9 16.5 11.0 17.4 3.9 5.7 3.7. 6.0 12.0 3.5 1.5

39.9 65.6 37.7. 64.0 27.0, 43.5 32.7 50.1 21.2 26.9 19.3 25.3 12.4 15.9 10.4

10.1 75.7 10.5 74.5 55.5 10.1 60.2 10.3 37.2 10.7 36.0 7.6 23.5 7.1

18.8 94.5 20.6 95.1 24.5 "80.0 26.6 86.8 41,2 48.4 45.4 81.4, 38.4 61,9 42.3.

0.8 95.3 1.2 96.3 7.3 87.3 4.4 91.2 6.7 '85.1 6.6 8 15.4 77.3. 14.3

0.1 95.4 0.0 96.3 1.6 88.9 1.0 92.2 0.5 85.6 0.5' 8. 4,5 81.8 3.5

0.0 95.4 0.2 96.5 0.9, 89.8 0.7 92.9 0.3 85.9, 0.1 .6 1.5 83.3' 0.8

0,0 95.4 0.0 96.5 0.9 90.7 0.0 92,9 0.0 85.9 0.0 88.6 1.3 84.6 0.5

4.5 99.9 3.5' 100.0 9.1 99.8 .0 99.9 14.2 400.1 11.5 100.1 15.3 99.9 18.8

Before Non,

School Days (1019)

Must,stop at:'

6:00 0.1 0.1

.4:30 0.0. 0.1

0.3 0.4

7:30 0.0 0.4

8:00 0.9 1.3

8:30 2.0 . 3.3

'9:00 5.8 9.1'

9:30 5 12.6

10:00 24.3 36.9

10:30 3.6 0.5

11:00 2.5 43.0

11:30 2.9 45.9

12:00." 4.5 50.4

No limitation 49.6 100.0

(1330) (684),

0.0 0.0 0.6 0,3

0.2 0.2 0.1' 0.7

0.1 0.3, 0.0 0.7

0.1 0'.4' 0.0 0.7

0.8 1.2 1.0 1.7

0.9 2.1 1.3 3.0

6.2 8.3 3.4 6.4

3,3 11.6 4.0 8.4

24:1 35.7 9,4 17,8

4.5 40.2. 2.9 20.7

2.7 42.9 ',1.8/ 22.5

2.0 44.9 t, 2.5 ,25.0

3.8 48.7 14.5 39.5

51.4 100.1 60.5 100.0

( 01 ( 1 050)

0.3 0.1

0.0 , 0.3

0.3 0.6

'0.0 0.6

1.4 2.0,

1.7 :3.7

4.3 8.0

0.1

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.2

1.0

2.7 10.7 0.6

10.0 20.1 13.6

4.4 25.1 4.1

3.6 28.7 3.4

3.9 32.6) 3.4

8j.4 41.0,E

59.1 100.1 66.5

0.0

0.1

,0.1

0.2

0.4

2

15.6

19.7

23.1

26.5

31.5

100.0

0.3.

.1.1

2.6

13.0

20.1

62.4

7676.7

80.2

81.0

81.5

100.3

( 1 2 30 ) (1602) (668)

0.0 . 0.0 0.0 0,0 0.3 0.3

0.0 , 0.0 0.0 0.1 '. 0.4

0.0 0.0 0.0s 0.0 0.1 '0.5

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5

0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.5

0.1 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.3 co
0.7 1.0 1.2 1.7 0.6 1.4'

1.0 2.0 , 0.7 2.4 0.4 1.8,

12.9 14.9 3.2 , 5.6 3.1 4.9

4.1

'21.6

1.7 '7.3 2.2 7.1

2.6, 21.6 1.7 9.0 0.1' 17.8

3.9 25.5 1.2 10.2 2.2 10.0

5.3 30.8 ,7.6 17.8 5,4 15.4

69.3,-100.1 82.4 100,2 84.3 99.7
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to one or more factors. The children do nothave to complete "homework"
for submission'to their instructors the next day. And, although viewing
later in the evening, they may obtgin theTr"required rest" by sleeping later
the following morning.

Variations Attributable to the Race of the Respondents

Because of the smaller size of the student subset, only White and
Black respondents are compared in Table 44. Children's reports of. cutoff
times among the other racial/ethnic groups are analyzed in Chapter IV.

Cutoff times on nights before school days. Only minor differences
were noted between Black and-White.parents in their reports of prescribed
cutoff times'for their children. Although parents of both races reported
greater limitations on viewing than did their children, therevas-a greater
correspondence between the reports of white parents and those of their
children'. To illustr#le this, the cumulative percentages of those who
reported cutoff times by half-hours, 9:00 to 10:30 P:M., were extracted
from TableA44 and appear below for both races.

tan -
4

Whites, Blacks
' Time Mothers Girls Diff. Mothers. Girls Diff.

9:00. 45.8% 32.2% 13.6% 40.5% 25.0% 15.5
9:30. 56.2 41.1 15.1 52.6 27.1 25.5

10:00 88.0 75.7 13.9 83.5 63.6 19.9
10:30 92:5 85.6 7.0 90.2 69.9 20.3.

Fathers Boys Diff. Fathers Boys Diff.
9:00 .45.7 31.4 14.3 46.9 27.7 19.2
9:30 55.0 41.9 13.1 54.4 34.0 20.5
10:00 85.3 72.1 13.2 83.6 66.5 17.3
10:30 89.4 83.5 5.9 88.1 75.3 12.8

ir
;.re

The greatest disparity between parentS' and children's reports occurred
in the case of Black girls from.9:30 to 10:30.P.M., as noted above.

The percentage of respondents. reporting no limitations whatsoever
was also highest for Black girls (25.0%), nearly double that of Blgck boys.
On the other httnd, White boys'and girls were identical-in the percentage
(11.5%) reporting no limitations.

Cutoff times before non-School days. In contrast to the patterns
noted above, Table 44 reveals that the cumulative percentages reporting
viewing restrictions were substantially higher among White than among
,Black parents at 10:00, 10:30, and 11:0(1/PA. However, the parents and
children of both races corresponded ver3l closely in the percentages who
reported no limitations on viewing on nights before non-school days--the
parents reports averaging just under 60% whereas the children's reports
averaged around 70/.

2 t)
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Dm/ Fathers

(1849)

Must stop at: % Cum%

Table 44

COMPARISON OF PARENTS':AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS ON,THE TIMES OF THE

EVENING WHEN CHILDREN MUST STOP WATCHING TELEVISION

- By Race of the Respondents

6:00

6 :30

7:00

7:30

8:00

9:00'

9:34

0.2 0.2

0.2 0.4

0.2 0.6

0.2 0.8

5.0 5.8

9.5 15.3

30.4 45.7

.10.3 56.0

Mothers . Boys, Girls

(2223) (11OB) (1115)

% Cum% % Cum% % Cum%

0.2

0.2

0.1,

Z1.4

5.5

9.9

29.5

10.4

0.2

0.4

0.5

0.9

6.4

16.3

45.8

56.2

10:00 30.3 86.3 32.6 88.8

10:30 4,1 '90,4 3.8 92.6

11:00 0.3 90.1 0.2 92.B

l'411:30...(. Mt 90.8 0.1 92.9.

tcr 90.8 '1;1.0 92.9

imitation 9.2 100.0 7.1 100.0

0.1 0.1 0.3 0.3

0.2 0.3 0.0 0.3

0.3 0.6 0.0 . 0.3

0.3 0.9 0.4 0.7

2.5 3,4 2.1 3.4

6.9 10.3 6.2 9.6,

21.1 31.4 i 22.6 32.2

10.5. 41.9 f 8,9 41.1

30.2 12.1 A4.6 75.7

11.4 83.5 \9.9 85.6

3.1 486.6 2.1, . 87.7

1,2 87.8 0.5 88.2

88.6; 0.2 86.4

11.5 ,100.I 11.5 99.9

Fathers

(92)

% Cum%

3.3 3.3

0.,0 3.3

0,.0 3.3

.1 4.4

3. 7.7

1 9 18.6

283. 46.9

7,6 54.5

29.3 83.8

4.3 88.1

1,1' 89.2

1.1 90.3

0.0 90.3

9.8 100.1

others Boys G rls

(165) (80) (96)

% Cum% % Cum% % tum7;

0'.6 0.6 1.3 1.3 0.0 0.0

0.0 0.6 0:o
1.3 0.0 0.0

1.2 1.8 0.0
1.3 1.0 1.0

1.2 3.0 0.0 '1.3 0.0 1.0

4.8 1.8 3,8 6,1,. 4.1

9.7 17,5 e,8 13,9 6.3 10.4

23,0 40.5 13,8 k7 14.6 25,0

12.1 '52.6 6.3 34,0 2.1 27,1

30.9 83.5 323 ,4.5 36.5 63,6

6.1 90.2 0.8 /5.3 6.3 69.9

1.2 91.4 3.8 .19,1 2.1 72,0

0.6 92.0 1.3 3.1 15.1

0.0 92.0

,(1.4

45,3 au 0.0 75,1

1.9 99.9 13.8 100,5 25.0100,1
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School DT
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6:00

6:30

1:00

1:30

8:00

8:30

9:00

9:30

10:00

10:30

11:00,

11:30

12:00+

No limitation

57

(1846) (2227)

0.1

0.0

0.1

0.0

0.5'

1.1

3,6

2.1

19.3

4.0

3.0

2.7

5.1

57.9

0.1 0.0

0.1 0.1

0.2 0.0

0,2 0.0

0.7 0.5

1.8 0,4

5.4 3.7

7.5 2.2

26.84 20.0

30.8 4.1

33.8 2.1

36.,5 216

42.2 4.0

100.1 59.5

(1116) (1178) (92) (164)

'0.0 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

0.1 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.2' 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1
0.1 ]).0 0.4 0.2 0.4 2.2 2.2 '0,0 0.0

0.1 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.4 0,0 2.2 0.0 0.0

0.6 0.5 0.9 0.6 1.0 0.0 .0.2 0.0 0.0

1.0 0.8 1.7 0.8 1.8 1.1 3.3 I. 0.6 10.6

4.7 2.3 4.0 2.1 4.5 1.1 4.4 3.7 4.3

6.9 1.6 5.6 1.1 6.2 1.1 ,5.5 0.6 4.9

26.9 6.6 12.2 6.7 17.5

'16.4

13.0 18.5 8,5 13.4

31.0 2.6 14.8 3.5 2.2 20.7 1.3 20.1

33.7 1.8 16.6 2.4 .18.8 3.3 24.0 3.0' 23.7

36.3 1.8 18.4 2:9 21.7 10.9, 34.9 30.4

40.3 10.3 28.7 6.5 28.2 6.5 41.4 9.8 40.2

99.8 71.2 99.9 71.9 100.1 58.7 100.1 59.8 100.0

(80) (95)

1,3 %. 14 1.1 1.1

0,0 1,3 0.0 1.1

0,0 1.3 0.0 1.1

0,0 1,3 0.0 1.1

0 1,1

1,3 3,9 3.2 4,3

2.5 6,4 1.1 5,4

0,0 6,4 1.1 6.5

2.5 8,9 6.3 12.8

0.0 4.9 1.1 13.9

1,3 10,2 2.1 16.0 .

1,0 I,2 5.3 21.3

17.5 k7 8.4, 29.1

67,5 184,2 '30.5 100,2



Variations Attributable to Place of Residencev.

164

The small,number slf farm children (102)in the student,subset prevented
analyses of par ntal restrictions on viewing times i6 the evening by the
four reside e categories used in Chapter IV--"Wichita," "country/non-farm,"
and "far In this chapter, only two residence categories are analyzed--
"Withi ." and "non-Wichita"--the latter including th9se living in suburbs,
sma towns, or on farms. ,.4

Cutoff times on nights before school days. In Table 45, few dif-
ferences were noted between the two residence categories in the cumulative
reports of cutoff times. In both: categories, reports of parental res-
trictions on children's viewing were propqrtionately higher among the
parents than among the children.

For each half-hour from 9:00 P.M. on, boys and girls residing outside
Wichita reported slightly higher cumulative incidence of parental Tes-
,grictions than did their Wichita counterparts, but the differences were
'Small.

The percentages of. respondents reporting no limitations whatsoever
Aiffered little among the two residence categories. Percentages of
children living outside Wichita who reported no limitations were slightly
lower than those of their Wichita counterparts. The reverse was true in
the case of parents, but again the differences are quite small.

There appeared to be a greater correspondence between parent and child
reports among the non-Wichita residents. The greatest disparities between
the two residence categories were observed in the cumulative percentages
reported for the cutoff ttmes of 10:00 and 10:30 P.M:, as seen below in
data extracted from Table 45.

Wichita Residents Non-Wichita Residents
Time Fathers Boys Diff. Fathers Boys Diff.

101:110 86.9 69.5 , 17.4 85.3 75.1 10.2
10:30 90.9

Mothers Girls

9.1

Diff.

88.9

Mothers

84.0,

Girls

.9.

Diff.

10:00 89.0 73.8 15.2 87.3 76.9 10.4.

10:30 92.6 83.1 9.5 91.6 86.3 5.3

f

Cutoff times before non-school days. Before non-school days, place,
of residence accounted for even fewer differences among the two residence
categories in the incidence of parental restrictions on children's viewing.
In addition, the disparity between children's and parents' reports, in
either category was not as great as that noted on evenings before school days.

V



Table 45

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S ,REPORTS ON THE TIMES OF THE

EVENING WHEN CHILDREN-MUST STOP WATCHING TELEVISION
,

-By Place of Reildence of the Repaints -

Before School

Flitro

Must stop at: % Cum%

In Wichita

Bothers goys Girls

(1646) (a) (905)

% Cum% % Cum% % Cum%

i Outside Wichita

TFFWillters
(772) (881)

% Cum% % Cum%

6:00 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.6 0.6 '0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0

6:30 j 0.2 0.7 0.3 0.6 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0

7:00 0.2 0.9 0.2 0.8 0.5 0.8 0.1 0.7 0.1 0.2 0.1- 0.1

7:30 0.4 1.3 0.4 1.2 0.2 1.0 0.6 1.3 0.3 0.8 0.5 0.6

8:00 5.1 6.4 6.2 7.4 3.2 4.2 2.8 4.1 4.7 5.2 4.3 4.9

8:30 9.4 15.8 9.2 16.6 7.7 11.9 6.4 10.5 9.6 14.8 10.9 15.8

9:00 29.9 45.7 27.5 44.1 17.7 29.6 20.2 30.7 31.3 46.1 31.3 47.1

9:30 9.6 55.3 10.5 54.6 9.1 38.7 7.7 38.4 11.0 57.1 10.7 57.8

10:00 31.6 86.9 34.4 89.0 30.8 69.5 35.4 73.8 28.2 85.3 29.5 87,3

10:30 4.0 90.9 3.6 92.6 12.3 81.8 9.3 83.1 3.6 .88.9 4.3 91.6

11:00 0.2 91.1 0.2 92.8 3.0 84.8 2.0 85.1 0.5 89.4 0.2 91.8

11:30 0.2 91.3 0.1 92.9 1.1 85.9 0.9 86.0 0.1 89.4 0.1 91.9

12:004 0.0 91.3 0.0 92.9 1.6 87.5 0.1 86.1 0.089.4 0.0 91.9

No limitation 8.9 100.2 6.9 99.8 12.2 99.7 14.0 100.1 1014 99.8 8.1 100.0

Before Non-

School Days (1280) (1649) ' (808) (905) (772) (789)

dust stop at:

6:00 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0

6:30 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.2

7:00 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.0 0.1 0.0 00.2

7:30 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.3

8:00 0.7 1.0 0.7 0.8 0.7 1.0 0.8 1.2 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.4

8:30 1.1 2.1 0.7 1.5 1.1 2.1 1.2 2.4 0.9 1.1 0.1 0.5

9:00, 3.4 5.5 3.7 5.2 2.1 4.2 2.3 4.7 3.2 4.3 3.2" 3.7

9:30 1.9 7.4 1.9 7.1 1.5 5.7 1.8 6.5 2.3 6.6 2.6 6.3

10:00 17.9 25.3 17.7 24.8 5.3 11.0 6.6 13.1 20.3 26.9 20.4 26.7

10:30 3.8 29.1 4.2 29.0 2.2 13.2 2.7 15.8 4.0 30.9 4.7 31.4

11:00 3.0 32.1 2.6 31.6 1.4 14.6 2.1 d17.9 3.0 33.9 2.7 34.1

11:30 3.4 35.5 2.8 34.4 1.9 16.5 3.0 20.9 3.0 36.9 3.1 37.2

12:00+ 6.5 42.0 . 5.3 39.7 11.9 28.4 7.1 28.0 4.5 41.4 3.0 40.2

No limitation 58.1 100.1 60.3 100.0 71.5 99.9 72.0 100.0 58.4 99.8 59.8 100.0

,

Boys

(459)

% Cum%

GIR

(446)

% Cum%

0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0

, 0.2 0.4 0.0 0.0

0.2 0.6 0.0 0.0

0.2 0.8 0.2 0.2

1.3 2.1 3.1 3.3

5.0 7.1 61 9.4

24.2 31.3 24.9 34.3

11.8 43.1 10.1 44.4

32.0 75.1 32.5 76.9

8.9 84.0 9.4 86.Y

3.1 87.1 2.5 88.8

1.3 88.4 0.4 89.2

0.2 88.6 0.4 89.6

11.3 99.9 10.3 99.9

(462) (448)

0.4

0.0

a.o

0.0

0.4

0.4

2.8

1.1

8.2

2.6

2.4

1.9

10.4

69.3

0.4

.0.4

0.4 '

0.8

0.4

0.2

0.2

0.0

0.7

0.4

0.6

0.8

0.8

1.5 .?

1.2 0.4. 1.9

4.0 2.7 , 4.6

5.1 1.3 5.9

13.3 6.5 12.4

15.9 4.7 17.1

18.3 2.5 19.6

20.2 3.1 22.7

30.6 6.7 29.4

99.9 70.5 99.9

rn
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Although the differences were not great, both parents and children
living outside Wichita reported a slightly higher cumulative incidence
of parental limitations imposed after 10:00 P.M.

Variations Attributable to the Number of Sets in the Home

a.

Earlier in Chapter IV, it was reported that the number of sets in the
home appeared to be a-factor which affected parental limitations on children's
viewing in the evening. The data in that chapter, of course, were based on
children's.responses only.

)

In this subsection4 reports of both' parents and children will .be
compared. It should be kept in mind the student sample ("subset")1.
analyzed herein is only slightly more than half, of the total sample which
was analyzed in, Chapter IV. Moreoyer, owing to thel%procedure utilized
in matching children with parents, only'those children for .whom parental
responses were obtained are included in the samples reported in this chapter.
For these reasons, some variations can be expected between the children's
reports examined in this chapter and those analyzed in Chapter IV. The
primary thrust of this subsection, however-,.-0 to report the degree of
correspondence between children's and parents reports as they may be
Influenced_by the number of sets in the hoMe.

Two suppoilting tables'are provided. Table 46 compares fathers' and
children's reports, And Table 47 provides similar data for mothers and their
children. Sfrice the Variable examineeis the "number of sets," the data
for the children are identical in both tables. \

Cu ff times on nights before school days. Again, as usual, li le
parenta suidance on ghildreq!,-s-Viewing times was apparent prior to the
end of /"family viewing period" (8:00 P.M.).

The cutoff time most frequently reported by fathers in single-set,
and two-set homes was 9:.00 P.M. In hails with three br more sets; fathers
reported 10:00 P.N. most frequently. The latter vat- the cutoff'time
mentioned most often by mothers and,Children in All homes regardless of
the number of sets.

o material differences were noted in reports fromtparents'in single-,
and two-set homes. From 8:00 P.M. on., however; parents in homes with three-
or more sets-consistently reported less restrictions or their children's
viewing, although differences among the three "get cate ries" were 'not
great after 10:00 P.M.

The percentages of both parents and children reporting no limitatidns
whatsoever were higher for those residing in homes with three or more gets;
the average for the parents being about 10%, compared with 16% of their
children.
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MO
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7;00
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11:30
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Table :46

COMPARISON OF FATHERS':AND
CHILDREN'S REPORTS ON THE TIMES OF THE

EVENING WHEN CHILDREN MUST STOP WATCHING TELEVISION

By

Scrotir701e7ir
Fathers Boys Girls

(613)" (379) (463)

% Cume % Cud % Cum

Two ,Sets

raiers Boys - Girls

(906) . (539) .' (581)
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0.3 0.3

0.0 0.3

0.2 0.5

0.7 1.2

6.7 7.9
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0.0 0.3
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In limitation 54:6 100.0
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2.9 89.01 1.7, 86.9 0.0 91.0 3.0 86.5 2.6 88.0, 0.6 88.7. 3.2 81.3 '2.3 82.7
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1,1 90.9 0.2 87.7 '0.0 91.1 0.9 89,1. Oa 88.7 01,0 88,9 1.5 83.7 0.3. 84,0
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0.0, 1.1

1.3 2.4

1.3 3.7

3.4 7.1

2.1 .9.2

8.6 17.8
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)00.1

lr

(464)

0.4 0.4

0.2 0.6

0.4 1,0

11.0 1.0

1.1 2.1
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3.4 6.8
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6.7 15.0

3.9 .18.9

2.6 21.5

3.7 25.2
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67.0 100.0

(905) (542)

o.o 6.0 0.0 0.0

o.o o.o o,o o.o

0:1 0.1 0.0 0.0

0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0
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, 1.1 1.6 0,6 0,8

3.6 5.2 '1.7' 2.5

2.3 7.5 1.3 3.8

20.3 tr:8 6.5 10.3

4.6' 32.4 2.6 12.9

2.4 34.8 1.7 14.6

3.0 37.8 1,7, 16

5.5 43.3 12.2'4

56.5 99.8 71.8 00.3
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0.3 0.3'

0.0 )13
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2.7 5.2

1.9 7.1
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3 5

7 19

3.6 22

5.8 28

71.5 100 1
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0.0 0,0

0.0 0.0

0.0, 0.0

0.0 0.0

0.0 .0.0'

1.1 lj

'2,1 3.2

0.8J 4.0

14.2 18,2

2:6 20.8

4.0 24.8

4.3 ,29.1

5.7 34.8

65.3 100041

(342)

0.3

0.0 0.3

0.0 0.3

0.0 0.3

0.6 0.9

0:6 1.5

2.3 3.8

,0.9 #4.7

4.4 9.1 ,

.3.2 12.3'

1.5 11,8

1.5 15.3

10.5' 25.8

74.3 100.1

(305)

0.0 0:0

0.0 0.0

0,0 0.0

0.0 0.0

0,0 0.0

03 0.3

'0.7 ,1.0

1.3 2.3

6.6 8.9

2.3 11.2

2.6 13.8

1.0 14,0

7.9 22.7,

77.4 100.1 ,.,71

ti



Table 47

, COMPARISON OF MOTHERS' AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS ON THE TIMES OF THE

EVENING WHEN CHILDREN MUST STOP WATCHING TELEVISION

i) B Nu er of Sets in the Home -

Before School One Set.

Days Mothers toys

Must stop at:

6:00..,.,

6:30....,

7:00

1:30

8:00

8:30

9:00.

.9:30 ,

IMO
10 :0

11:00

11:30

12:00+...,

No limitation

(811) (319)

% CunC. .% Cum%

0.1 0.1 0,3 0.3

0.4 0.5 0.3 O.

0.4 0.9 0.3 0.9

0.4' 1.3. 0.0. 0.9

7.5'. 8.8 4.7 .5.6

12.5 21.3 0.5 15.1

.29.1 50.4 20.3 35.4

9.1 59.5 9.5 44.9

30.2 89.7 34.6 19.5

.3.4 93.1 6.6 86.1

0.4 93.5 2.0 89.0

0.1, 93.6' 0.8 89.8

0.0 93.6 1.1 90.9

6.5 1001. 9.2 100.1

Girls'

Two Sets

Mothers Boys

T ree or' ore SetsiFter's
(463)

% Cum%

(1091)

% Cum%

(539) (587)

% Cum% % Cum%

(626)

% Cum%

(342)* (305)

% Cum% l' % Cum%

0.4 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.0 0,0 , 0.2 40.2 0.5° 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.7 0,7
0.0 0.4 0.1. 0.2 0.0,0.00.00.0 0.2 0.2 0.7 .0.3' '0.3 0.0 0.7
0.2 0.6 0.1 0.3 0.6 0.6 0,0 0.2 0.2 0.9 0.3 0.6 0.0 1.7

, 0.6 1.2 0.5 0.8' 0.2 0.8 0.3, 0.5 0.5 1.4 0.6 1.2 11.3 1.0
3.7 4.9 5.6 6.4 2,4 3.2 3. 3.9 3.2 4.6 0.9 p.2.1 0.7 1.7

8,0 12.9 9.8 16.2 5./ 9.1 7 1..1 6.5 11.1 4.4 1.5 2.6 '4;3

25.9 38.8 29,1 4.5 22,1 3].2 .1 28.0 39.1 11.5 24.0 17.4 21.1
43,4 47.2 11,0 56.5 11.3 42.5 9.4 41.5 11.8 r50.9 8.8 32.8 7.9 29.6

31.5 78.1 32.8 89.3 31.2 73,7 34.4 75.9 35.3 86.2 27.5 60.,3 37.7 67.3

6,5 85t.2 3.6 92.9 9.8 83.5 9.5 85,4 4,6 90.8 17,8 1 80.4

1.1 86:9 0.2 93.1 3.0 86.5 2.6 88.0 0.2 91.0 3, 81.3 2.3 82.7

0.6 1.5 0.0 93.1 1.7 88.2 0.5 88,5 0.3 91.3 O. 82.2 1.0 83,7

0.2 87.7 0.4 93.1 0.9 89.1 0.2 88.1 0.0 91.3 1.5 83.7 0.3 84.0
12.1 99.8 7,1 100.0 10.9 100.0 11.4 100.1 8.8'100.1 '16,4 100.1 16.1 100.1

Before,Non-

SchooMays (817) (385)

'Must stop at:

0.0

0,1

0.1

0.0

1.0

0.4

3.8

311

.20.4

10:00 5.3

11 :.0 2;0

11: 2.3

3,1

6:00

6 :30

7:00

7:30...T

8:00

8:30

9:00

9:30

10:00

U

0.0 0.8 0.8

0.1' 0.3 1.1,

0.2 0.0 1.1

0.2 0.0' 1.1

1,2 1.3 2.4

1..6 1.3 3.7

5.4 3.4 7.1

8.5' 2.1. 9.2,

28.9 8.6 17.8

14.2 'IA 19.1

36.2 1.8 20.9

38.5. 2.1 23.0

41.6' 10.6 33.6

,No limitation 58.510(b.1 66.5 100.1

(464)

0.4

(1094),

0.0 0.0

0,2 0.6 0.0 0.0

0,4 1,0 0.0 0.0.'

0.0, 1.0 0.1, 0.1

1.1 2.1 0.4 0.5

1.3 3.4 0.5 1.(1'

3.4 6.8 3,8 4,8

1.5 8.3 2.0 6:8

6.1 15.0 20.4 27,2

.9 18,9 4.4 31:6

2.6 21,5 2.2 33.8

3,7 25.2', 2.4 3612

7.8 33.0 4.7 40.9

67.0 100.0' 59.1 1,00.0

;(542) (590) (624) (342) (305)

.0.0 0.0' 0.3 00.3 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.3 0.0' 0.0

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.2 QA 0.0, 0.3 0,0, 0.0

0.0 0.0 0.2 0.5 . 0.7 0.0. 0.3 0.0

0.0 0.0 0.0 0,5 0.0 0.2 0.0 073 0,0 0.0

0.2 0.2' 0.8 .ts,c3 '0.0 0.2 0.6 0.9 0.0 0,0 ,

0,6 0.8 1.2 75 0.5 0.7 0.6 1.5 0.31 0.3

1.7 2.5 2.7 5:2 " 2.4' 3.1 2,3 ,3.8 0.7 1.0

1.3 3.8, 1.9 7,1 1'.4 4.5, OA 4,7 1.3 2.3

6,5 10.3 '6.8 13.9 13'.6 18.1 4.4 9.1 , 6.6' 8.9

2.6 12.9, 3.6 1/.5 3;0 21.1 , 3,2 12.3 2.3 11.2

t.7 14.6 1.7 19:2, 4'.5 25.6 1.5 13.8 .2.6' 11.0

1.7 16.3 3.6 12.8 4,5 30,1 1,5 15,3 1.0 'Ica

12.2 28p 5.8 28,6 6.1 36.2 10,5, 25.8 22.7

71.8 100i3 ;1.5 100.1° 63.8 100.0 74.3 100,1 77.4100.1
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It is clear that disparities between children's and parents' reports
appear to be a function, at least in part, of the number of sets in the
home--the greater, the'number.ef sets, the greater are the apparent disk-.
parities. To fllustrate this phenomenon, the cumulative percentages of
parents and children reporting restrictions by the cutoff times of *30,
10:00, and 10:30 P.M. were extracted from Tables 46 and47 and are presented
below. 'The percentages shown are averages for fathers and mothers and for
boys and girls.

SingleLset homes Two-set homes Homes with 3+ sets
Par- Par- Chil- Par- Chil-
ents dren - E ff ents dren Diff.. 'ents dry Diff.

9:30 59.4% 46.1% 13.3% 57.7% 42.0% 15.7% 49.4%. 31.2% 18.2%
10:00 88.4 79.1 . 9.3 88.5 74.8. 13.7 84.7. '63.8 20.9
10:30' 92.0. 85.7 6.5. 92.0. 84,5 7.5 . 89.8 79.3 10.5

;.
r-'

The reasons for the disparity. in_pareqs' and,chiTdren's perceptions of
parental guidanCe-are not known directly from the ta.presented Tables
46 and 47. One possibility ithat there may be. a variance between parents'
announcement of rules and their'enforcement of those rules, th(e latter
being more difficult perhaps in multiple-set homes. Later in this chapter,
a special analysis'will be made of the degree'Ofchildren's compliance
with cutoff times, prescribed by arents based on students' reports of
times they did listen to-ielevision on nights before tchoOl days.

Cutoff times on nights before non=Chool,,days. Parental. guidance
in all three '"set categories" was much less.eviOnt on nightt before eon-
school4ays,7-,InAenerali the greaten,the ,number of sets:inthe home,the

...-''..1OWe:Nere7thercupulative'pertentages-Of parents who reported prescribed-
.

cutofftites f61--t.heir. children, although differences between single- and
. two-set homes:gtwerally-Were not great.

.
In single =slet, two-set, and "3+ see° hornet, the perceritages of parents

reporting no limitations on' viewing Whatsoever were 57.5%, 57.8 %, and 64.6%,
\-respectively;for the. children,4the,respective per9entages,,,were 66.8%,

71.7% and 75.9%.

Oar

. .

Variations Attributable to Parent's' Formal Schooling
, 4:I

,/,47'' :-

,
In Question -12 on their questionnaires, parents were asked to record

the highest level of,their f rmal schooling. The choices were: "not
beyond the 8th grade"; "some high school, not a graduate"; "graduated from
high school"; "some college,,, of a graduate"; "graduated from 4-year
college"; or "fUrther schooling after graduation from 4-year college."

rrA



170

For purposes of,analysis, and bltose of the size of the student subset,
the six educational categories were collapsedlinto three, as shown in
tables 48 and149: "not a high school graduate"; "a high school graduate";
and "one or more years of college.' The three categories are mutually
exclusive, i.e.,- each respondent is included in only the one category
which reflects the parents highest level of formal schooling.

Numerous and dramatic effects of parents' formallischooling were not
observable .in the analysis of restrictions placed on children's viewing,.
i.e., specification of times Of the evening beyond which children were
required to cease viewing television. The paucity of observable effect's
simply may indicate that parents' schooling' was not a significaflt variable.'
On the other hand, it is also possible that the three collapsed categories
were not sufficiently discriminating. Only'two or three years might /

separate those who did not finish high school from those who had one year f"-'
of college. .More data and better techniques of analysis may be required
to resolve the question of whether parents' schooling is_a_significant
variable.

,

Cutoff times on' nights before school days. Between 7:30 And 9:'30
P.M., thAfe appeared to be a slight trend--the higher the level of the
pare ts' schooling, the higher was the cumulative percentage of parents
repor ing cutoff times, but the differences were not great ad/wig the
three, ategories. From 10:00 P.M. on, the trend disappeared. A slightly
loWer percentage of mothers who had not graduated from high school reported
restrictions after 9:00 P.M.

Among the fathers, educational levels had
percentage reporting no limitations on viewing:
percentage reporting no limitations was highest
graduated from high school.

observable effeCt:on the
Among:the mothers, the

those who had no."

The fathers' educational level appeared-tolhave a..Slight effect on the
.childrees reports of guidance from 8:30 P.M. on, the higher the level of
the fathers' schooling, the'greater.was the cgmulative percentage,of
children reporting cutoff times. Trends, as' Such, were not apparent in the
analysis of the effects of the MotherSi schooling. Children of mothers Who-
had not graduated. from high school reported a slightly lower' cumulative
incidence of-guidance.

Cutoff times on nights before. non-school 'days.- The effect of the.
level of parents' education was observable in the percentage of parents
reporting that they placed no limitations on heir children'syiewing,-)
the highef.'the.leveli the.lower was the percentage.' The same.trend was' rapt'.

,observed, however, in the children's reports.
it

n

'From 10:0013.M. on, there were some effects of parent's' sChooling'
observecrin the.data. jn the ca,p'of mothers, a definite trend:appeared in
the cumulative pertentages reporting cutoff times-..-the higher the educational
level, the greater Was
trend as such was not observed, those' wf44College education reported:

the percentage. the case offathers although a.

greaterlimitatifing.than did ihoseWith le§s schooling.'
* t



Table 48

COMPARISON OF FATHERS' AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS ON THE TIMES OF HE

EVENING WHEN CHILDREN MUST STOP WATCHING TELEVISION

- By Highest Level of formal Schooling of Fathers -

Be ore Sc oo

Days

Must stop at:

6 :00

6:30

7:00

7:30

8:00

8:30

9:00

9:30

10:00

10:30,,.

11:00

f1:30

12:004_,

No limitation

Before Non-

School Days

Must stop at:

6:00

6:30

7:00

7:30

8:00

8:30

9:00.,

9:30

10:30

11 :00

No 1,imitation

(11_,LK1101.91duate1

lalegrH4Y31111-i§
Cum % Cum% % Cum%

3 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0'0.0

0.0 0,3 0.0 0:0 0.0 0.0j

0.0 0.3 0.7 0.7 0.0 '0.0

0.3 0.6 0:0 0.7 0.0 0.0

3.8 4:4 1.4 2.1 3.6 3.6

-9.7 14.1 x,61 7,7 4.3 7.9

28.8:1442:9 21.0 28.7 J25.9 33.8

7,.3 50:2 6.3. 35.0 3.6 37.4

35.8 86.0 35.7 .70.7 30.9 6p.3

3.5 89.5 8.4 79.1 9.4 71.7

0.7 90.2 2,1 81.2 1.4, 79,1

0.3 90.5 2.844.0 1,4 '80,5

0,0 90,5 0.7 '84.7 .0.7 81.2

9.4 99.9 15.4 100.1 18.7, 99.9

(286) (145) '(140)

0.13 ,0.0 1.4 1.4

.0.0 '0,1Z., '0.0 1.4

0.0 0.0:' 0.0 1.4

0.0 0.0. 0.0 '1.4

0.7' 0.7, 0.0 1.4

1.1 2.4 0,0 1.4

2.8 5.2 34 4.8

0.3 5.5 OTO 4)8

15.7 21.2 .41,8 9.6

2.8 24.0 4.8 14.4

°IA '25.4 2.1. 16.5

3.5 -28.9 1:4 17.9

7.0' 35.9 11.0 28.9

64.0.99.9' 71.0 99.9

0.0

0.0 0.0

0.7. 0.7

0.0, 0.7t,

0.7 1.4

1,4 2.8

2.3 4.9

0.0. 4.9

7.9 12.8

2.9 15.7

0.7 16.4

2.9 r9.3

5.7 25.0

75.0100.0

sc oo grau ate ,or more years o co ege

Fathers, Boys Girls Fathers

152

Girls

761-6T (315) ITIDIT )

%'i Cum% :% Cum% % Cum % Cum% % 4 Cum%

0.0 '0.0 0.0 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.5 0.0 cri6.7
0.0 0.0 0.3 0.3 OA 0.0 0.3 0.8 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.7 \\,,
0.0 0.0 0.6 0.9"'0,0 0.0.^ 0.3 1:1 0.2 0.4 0.0 0.7

0.3 0.3 0.0' 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.2 1,3 0.4 0.8 0.2 0.9

3.5 38 ,1.6 2.5 1.6 2.5 6.4 7.7' 2.7 3,5 3.6440,5

9.4 13.2 6.7 9.2 6.3' 8.8 9.5 17.1 6.5 10.0 '6.4 10.9

32.7 45.9 21.9 31.1 23:4 , 32.2 29.2 46.3 21.3 31.3 23.2, 34.1

8.8 54.7 9.5 40.6 5.7 '37.9 11,7 58.0 9.7 41.0 11.2 45.3

31.0:, 85.7 32.1 72.7 36.1 ,74.0 28.7' 86,7 30.3 71.3, 34.9 80.2

4.7 90.4 10.2 82,9 10.1 84.1 3.5 90.2 12.0 83.3 7.5 87.7

0.2 90.6 3.2 86.1 2.2 86.3. 0.3 90,5 3.0 86.3' Z.] .89.8

d.2 90.8 0.0 86.1 0,6 86.9 0..1 90.6 1.5 87.8 0.7 90.5

0.0 90.8 1.0 81.1 0,3 87.2 0.0 90.6 1.1 8.9 0.0 90.5,

9.3 100.1 . 13.0100,1 12.7 99.9 9.4 100.0 11, .9 9.4 99.9.

(637) 4' (3

0.0, 0.0 1),0 0.0

0.0 , 0.0 0.0' 0.0

0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0

0.0 0.2 0,0 0.0

0.3 '0:5 1.6 0.6

0.0, 0.5 -1.6 r.2

2t7 3,2 3:5 4.7

1.6 4.8 0,3 5.0

19A9 24.7 7.2, 12.2

3.8 28,5 1.1 ,15.3

0.9 29 :4 0,6 150

2:7 32,1,.'1.6 17,5

5.7'37.8 11.6 29:1

62.3 100.1 70,8, 99.9

18) ,(100)' (530) 1562)

0:0 0:0Y0.2 0.21.2 0.2 0.2 0.2

0.0 0.0 p.o 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.4'

0.0 0.0, 0.2 0.4 20.0 0.2 0.0 0.4

0.0 0.0, 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.2 0.0. 0.4

0.6 0.6 0.5 0,9 0.9 1.1 0.7. 1;1

'0.6 1.2 1.5 2.4 1.3 2.4 0:7 1.8

2.5 3J 3.9 1.7 4.1 2.7 4.5

1.6 5,3 '2 6 8.9 1.5 , 5.6 1.8 6.3

6.3 ;11''6 19.0 27.9 6.2 11.8, 7.5 13,8

,3.8 115.4 44 31.9 1.7 12.5:' 3.6 17.4

1.3 16.7 ,4.6 36.5 .2.5 15.0 2,.8, 20.2 :

2.8 19.5 3,5, 40.0 1.7 16.7 3.4 23.6 ,

3.8 23.3 45.5 11.5 28.2 7.8 31.4

760 100.0 .50 "99.9 70.8. 99.0 68.7 100.1



,Before School

Dap

Must stop at:

. Table 49

COMPARISON OF MOTHERS' AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS, ON THE TIMES OF, THE

EVENING WHEN CHILDREN MUST STOP WATCHING TELEVISION/

- By Highest Level of Formal Schooling of Mothers'-

Not a high school, graduate

Mothers Boys Girls

(215)/'

cum% % cum% Cum

6:00 0.2 0.i

6:30 0.0 0,2

7:00 0.0 0.2

7:30 0.4 0.6

'8 :00. 5.3 5.9

'8:30 9.9 15.8

9:00 23.6 39.4

9:30 9.5 48.9

10:00 36.0 84.9

10:30 3.8 88.7

11:00 0.4 89.1

11:30. 0.2 89.3

12:00+ 0.0 89.3

No limitation 10.6 99.9

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

0.0 0.5 0.0 .0.0

3.7 4.2 3,6 116,

5.6 9.8 7,1 10.8

19.1 28.9 19.6 30.4

4.2 33.1,, 7.6 38.0

35.8 68.9 36.0 74.0

10.7 79.6 7.1 81.1

2.3 81.9 0.9 82.0

0.9 82.8 2.2 84.2

2.3 85.1 0.4 84.6

14.9 100.0 15.6 100.0

A high school graduate

Mothers Boys Girls

11-071- (6051- -7741---

% Cum% % Cum% Cum%,

1 or more.years of college

Mothers Rays Gfils

-7§777 (472) (496)

% Cum%\,_%; Cum l. % .Cum%

0.2 0. \OA 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.2 '0.2 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.8
0.2 0.4 0.4 0.8 0.0 0.0 CI 0.5 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.8
0.4 0.8 0.2 1.0 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.6 0.4 0.6 0.0 .0.

0.5, 1.3 6.0, 1.0 0.5 0.7 0.4 lip 0.4 1.0 0.4 1.2
4.7 6.0 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.0 6.6 776 2.5 3.5 3.2 4.4
9.5 15.5 8.3 11.3 6.3 9.3 10.5 18.1 6.1 9.6 6.7 11.1, N

29.8 45.3 18.8 30.1 21.6 30.9 30.2 48.3 21.2 '30.8 22.6 33.7
11.2 56.5 10.9 41.0 9.1 40.0 10.5 58.8 11.7 42.5 9.1 422
34.5 91.0 33.1 74.1 34.7 74.1, 28.6 87.4 27.5 70.0 33.1'' 75.9

3.0 94.0 9.7 83.8 9.9 84.6 '4.7 92.1 12.1 82.1 9.1 85.p #

0.2 94.2 '3.8 87.6 3.1 87.7 0.2 92.B 2.8 84.9 2.0 87.0
0.1 94.3 1.6 89.2 0.3 88.0 .0.0 92.3 1.1 86.0, 0.4 87.4
0.0. 94.3 1.2 90.4 0.3 88.3 ; 0.0 92,3 0.6 86.6 0.0 87.4
5.8 100.1 9.7 100.1 11.7 100.0 7.6 99.9 13.3 99.9 12.7 100.1

r
. q,,11

Before Non-

School Days

Must stop at:

6:00

6:30

7:00

.7:30

` 8:00

890

9:00

9 :30

(451) (221) (227) (1099) (507)

0.0 0.0 0.0

0.1 0.1 /0.2

0.1 0.2 0.'0

0.1 0.3 0.0

0.6 '0.8 0.4

0.3 1.1 t.6

2.6 3.7 .2.2

1,9 5.6 1.6

(577) (977) (473) (492) Y

0.0 0.2 0.2

0.2 0.0 0.2

0.2 0.2,

0.2, 010 0.4

0.6 h 0.9
1.2 0.5. 1,4

3.4 2.1. 3.5

5.0 1.6 5.1

10:00, 10.9 17.1 4.5 9.1 5.3 12,4 17,7 21.3 6.7. 11.7 6.6 11,7

3.1 20.2 3,2''12.3 3.5 1,5,9 4.5 27.8 2.4 14,1 3.1 14.8

11.00 4 1.3 21,5 0.9 13.4x2.6, 18;5 2.5, 30.3 2.2 16.3 1.7 16.5

11130' 2.9 24.4 2.7 15.9 '11 21:6 2.7 33:0 2.4 '18.7- 3.3 19:8

)12:00+., 6.2 30.6 13.6'29.5 8.8 30.4 4.5y37,5 11!6 30.3 ' 6.1 26.7

No limitation 69.4100.0 79.6 100.1 69.6 100.0 621 998 69.900.1 78.3 100.0

0.0 0.0

0,0 0.0'

'0.0, 0.0

0.0 0.0

0.5 0.5

0.8 1.3

4,8 6.1

2.0 X8.1

23.7 ,31.8

4.6 36.4

3.3 39.7

3.2 42.9

3.6 46.5

53.4 99.9
$

0.2 '0.2

0.0 0.2

0.0 1 5.2

0.0 : 0.2

0.8 1.0'

0.6 1.6

2.7 4.3

2.1 6.4

5.9 12.3

1.7 14.0

1.9 15.9

1.3 17.2

10.4 27.6

72.3 99.9

0.4 0.4

0.2 0.6

0.0 0.6

0.0 0.6

0.4 '1.0

0.8 '1.8

3.0 4.8

1.4 6.2

7.3 13.5

4.T 17.6

2.0 19.6

3.0 22.6

6.3, 28.9

70.9 99.8



No trends were observed in the.children's reports which reflect the
effects of their parentsschooling. Beyond 10:00 P.M., the cumulative,
percentage of girls reporting c4toff times tended to be higher for those.,
whose parents ,had some college education.' v..=

Variations Attributable to Age of the Parents

Age'of the parents appeared to have much greater,effect than education,
upon the restrictions placed on the viewing times of children in the
evening:, Overall,, it was ,evident that youn9er parents placed, more res-
trictions on their childi-en's viewing he evenings before school days.
This pt1enomenon was reflected in the re+, ts'Of both parentVand children,
although, as noted in earlier analyses, there was the usual dislIrities
between parents' and children's reports. Data supporting this conclusion
are ar6lyzedin'Tables 50 and 51 in which reports of fathers and mothers
are analyzed separately and for whom three age categories appear: "under
35 years of age"; "35 to 49 years of age" and "50 or more years of age."

,, Cutoff, times before school :days'. The most frequently reported cutoff
time by parents under thirty -five years of age was 9:00 P.M. For those over
thirty -five, it was 10:00 P:M.'
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In both Table 50 and 51', definite trends were observed which were
attributable to the age of the parents.,' the younger the parents, the
higher were the cumulative. perCentages of parents reporting, cutoff times

'throughout the evening., The same trend was true for girls and, to-a lesser
degree, for boys of younger parents. In the case of boys; based on the,age,
c( the fathers, the tend appeared only between 8:00 and 10:00 P.M. However,
orthe boys with fathers under thirty-five years aage;- the cumulative
percentages'eporting cutoff times were considerabbe,higherthroughout the
evening than was the case for boys with older fathert

.

In analyzing the reports of parents who were fifty:, years of age or,., , ,

iolder, t was interesting to note at the 10:00 P.M. cutoff time that nearly
one-fourth df the children had no restrictions plade0OnAheir viewing.

In examining the reports of no limitations On vier; whatsoever,
again definite trends'Were observed-the older,the parents, the bigher were
the percentages reporting no limitations. One exception to the trend
occurred in the reports of boys in which-no substantial differences_were

,':noted among those withfatherstin the two older groups. -

.
. , .

Cutoff times before non-school days. .Although the incidence.of parental
.restrictions on children's viewing times was lower in the eyenings.before
non=school days, age of the parent stinappdgred,tote an important, variable.

,

\

As Table 50 reveals,, the oldertthe father, the lower were the cumulative
percentages of fathers and'their children who reported cutoff times throughout
the evening. And, with,reSpect to theabsende of parental resqictions,the

9 I

F
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Table 50.

COMPARISON OF FATHERSLAND CHILDREN'S REPORTS ON THE TIMES OF TOE

EVENING WHEN CRIpREN MUST STOP WATCHING TELEVISION

- By Age of the Fathers

Before School Under 35 years of age

Days Fathers Boys Girls

(526) (260) (264)

Must stop at:' % Cum% % Cum% % Cum%

6:30

7:00

.7:30

8:00

8:3b

9:00

10:00....

10:30

11:00

11:30

12:00+

No limitation

0,2' 0.2' 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.8

0.2 0,4 044 0.4 0.0 .0.8

0.2 0,6 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.8

1.0 1,6 0,0 0.4 0.8 1.6

9.3 10.9' 3.5 3.9 6.8 8.4

14.4 25.3 14.2. 10.1 9.1' 17.5,

38.8 64.1 ,31.2 49.3 30.7 48,2

9.5 73.6 11.9 61.2 11,0, 59.2

20.5 94.1 22.7 83.9, 24.6 81.8

1.7 ,95.8 4.6 ,88.6v 4.2 '88 6

0.0 95.8 2.3 :90.8 1.5 89,5

0.2 96.0 0.4 :91.2 0.4 89.9

0.0 96.0 0.4 91.6 0.0 89.9

4,0100,0 8.5100.1 '10.2 100;1

Before Non-

(520,;,

Must stop at:

6:00

) 6:30

7:00

7:30

8:00

8:30

9:00

9:30

10.00

10:30

11:00

11:30

12:00+....

No:limitation

35 to 49 earsof.ae

(1329) (637) (670)

% Cum% % Cum% % 'Cum%

0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.3

0 0.7 0.2 0.2 0.0

0.2 0.9 0.6' 0.8 0.0

0.2 1.1 0.5 1,3 0.3

4.0 5.1 1.9 3.2 1.5

7;9 13.0 3.9 7/.1 5.7

28.5 41.5' 18.1 25.2 22.4

10.6' 52;1 8.8 (34.0 8.5

85.1 33.9 67.9 37.5

8.9 1.2'.7 80.6' 9.7

49.3 3.6 84.2 1.8 87.7,,

1 89.4 1.3 85.5 0.4 88.1

0.0 89.4 1.1 86.6 0.1 88.2

10.8 100.2 13.5 100.1 11.8 100.0

0.3

0.3

0.3

0.6

2.1

7.8

30.2

38.7

76.2

(261)

,

(263) (1329) (647) (671)

50 or more ears of a e

a rs toys lr

( (98) , (101)

um% % Cum% % Cum%

0.5 0.0, 0,0 0.0 0,0 0.0

0.0 0.5 O. 0.0 0.0 0.0

0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 9.0 0.0

0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0,0

1.4 1.9 1.0 1.0 1.9 1.9

6.7 8. 2.0 3.0 2.8 4.7'
21.1 29.7 18.4 21.4 13.1 17.8,

9.1 38.81 5.1 26.5 0.9 18.7

36.8 ti75.6 39.8 66.3', 44.9 63.6

9.1 84.7 15.3 81.6 12.1 75.1

0.5 85.2 1.0, 82.6 3.7 79.4,

0.5 85.7 p.1 85.7 3.7 83.1, 0

0.0 85.7 2.0, 87..7 0.0 83.1

14.4 100.1 12.2 99.9 16.8 99.9,,

,

(98) (110)

0.0, 0.0 1.1 ,1.1 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0:1. 0',1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 :0.0

0.0 0.0 0.0 v,1 .1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 ,0.0 0.2 0.0 '9.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

0.4 0.4 OA 1.1 0.4 0.4 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 .0.0 0.0 9.0 0.0

0.0 0.4 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0, 0.0 0.0 0.0 '''D,.0 0.0

1,.1 1.5 1.1
.2.2

1,5 1,9 0.3, 0.6 -,0.6 0.6 OA' 0.6 0.0' 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

1.5 .3.0 1.9, 4.1 0.8' 2.7 - 1.1 13 0.8 1.4 9.9 1.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0;90 0.9

5.1 8.1 3.8 7,9 3.4 6.1 2.8 4.5 2.0 3:4 21 4.0 2.9 2.9 2.0 2.0 041'. 0.9

2.5, 10.6 0.4 8.3 2.7 8.8 1.9 6.4 1.1 4.5 1.3. '5:3 1.9 4.8 2.0 4.0 ,9,9 1.8

22.3)2,9,, 27.3 15.6, 8.4 17.2 18.7 25.1 6.2 10.7 6.9 12.2 12.0 16.8, 5.1 9.1 4.5 16.3

ax 35;3 I9.',17.5?' 4.6' 21.8 ,4.0, 29.1 2.6 13.3 3.1 15.3 4.3 21.1 5.1 14.2 2.7 9.0

38;0 . 018.'10,3 2.7 1.5' .2.9 32,0 2.5 15,8 2.1 17.4 5.3 26.4 1.0 15.2 1.8 10,8

2:1 ':40.1' '1:9 '*20.2 , 8:3 3:4 35.4 1,7 17.5 2.7 20:1 4.3 30.7 0.0 15.2 4.5 15.3'

5,9 46.0 W5, 31'.7 8 :0 36,3 5.6 41,0 11.0 28.5 5.5 25.6 6.3 37.0 12.2 27.45 6.4 21.7

$3.9 '99.9 '68,2 993. 63.9100.2 59.1 .100.1 711,100.1 24.2, 99,8 63'0'100.0 72.4 99.8 78.2 99.9
,

27;.
275'



Table 51

COMPARISON OF MOTHERSO AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS ON THE TIMES' OF THE ,

EVENING WHEN CHILDREN MUST STOP WATCHING TELEVISION

1- By Age of the Mothers -

Before School

Days

Must stop a

6:00

6 :30

1:00

7:30

8:00

8:30

9:00

9:30

10:00

10:30

11:00

1) 130

I, No limitatiO

Under 35 years of age

Mothers Bo s Girls Mothers Bo vs

(1076) 522 (545) (1346).

% Cum% Cum% % Cum% % Cum% Cum%

35 to 49 years of..age

0.1 0,1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2

0.1' 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.0 0.2

0.2 0.4 0.2 0.6 0.0 0.3

0.5 0.9, 0.4 1.0 0.6. 0.9

9.0 9.9 3.4 4.4 5.0 5.9

14.4 24,3 11.3. 15.7 8.6,14,5

33'0 58.2 27.2 42.9 26.4 40.9

9,5 67,7 10.2 x,53.1 10.3' 51.2

26.2 93.9 29,1 82.2 16 82.8

1.9 95.8 7.1 89.3 5.7 88.5

0.2 96.0 2.5 91,8 1.5 90.0

0.0 96.0 .0.8 92.6 0.2 90:2

0.0 96,0 1.0 93.6 0.4 90.6

1.1 100.1 6.5100.1 9.7 100.3

Before,Non-

School Days

Must stop at:

6:00

6:30

7:00

7:30

8:00

8:30

900

10:00

10:30

11:00

11:30

No limitation

(1077) (521) (546)

0.0 0;0 0.2 0,2

0,1 0.1 0.2 0.4

0N1 0.2 'OA 04

0.0 0.2 0.0 0,4

0.6 0.8, '1.0 1.4

0.7 1.5 1.5 2.9

5.0 6.5 3..3 .6.2

2.2 8.7 1.3 1, 7.5:

21.0 29.7 6.7 14:2

3.2 32.9 1.9 16.1

1,5 34.4 1.2 17.3

1.7 36,1 2,5 19.8

4.5 40.6 12.3, 32.1

59.3 99:9 ,67;,9 100,0

0.3 0.3 0:2' 0.2

v0.3 0.6 0.3 0.5

0.2 0.8 0.5 1,0

0.4 1.2 0.0 1.0

3.3 4.5 2.1 3:1

6.7 11.2 3.8. 6.9,

25.9 31.1 14.3 21.2

Girls

(695)

%. Cum%

0.4 0.4

0.0 0.4

0,1. 0.5

0.3 0.8

1.3 2,1

5.0 7.1

18.3 25.4

11.0 48.1 10.5 31,1 8.1 33.5

31.2 05.3. 33.3 65.0 36.7 70.2

4.9 90.2 13.2 18.2 11 L6
0.3 90.5 3.7 81.9 2.6

0.2, 90.7 1,3 83.2 ,0 9 1

0.0 90.7 1.3 84.5 0.1 2

9.4 100.1 15.6'160.1 14.81:0 0

50 or more years of age

Mothers Boys t Girls

(129) (59) (64)

% Cum% % Cum% % Cum%

o.o o.o o.o 0.0 0.0

0.0 0.0 ? 0.0 0.0 ,o.o 0.0

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

0.8 0.8 1.7 1.7 , 0.0 J,0

1.6 2.4 0.0 1.7 1.6 1.6

5.4 :7.8 0.0 13 4.7 6.3

f .18 6 26.4 18.6 20.3 15.6 21.9

14.1 41.1 1.7. 22.0 3.1 ,25.0.

37.2' 78.3 28.8 50.8 34.4 59.4

8.5 86.8 20.3 71.1 14.1 73.5

0.0 86.8 1.7 72.8 6.3 79,8

0.0 86.8 5.1 17.9 3.1 82.9

0.0 86.8. 1.7 79.6 0.0 82.9

13.2 100.0 20.3 99.9 173[100.1

(1345) (638) (695)' (130) (59) (65)

Q.2 0.2 10.0 0.0 'OS 0.3 0.4

0.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.6 0.3 0.1

'0.4 0.6' 0.0 01 0.0 0.3 0.1

0,0 0.6 .0.1 0.2 0.0 0.3 0.0

11 1.7 0.4 0.6 '0.2 0.5 0.3

1.1 2.8 0.4 1.0 .0.2 0.7 40.7

1.3y6'.1 2.5 .3.5 1.6 2.3 1.6

1.3 7.4 1 2.4 5.91 1.7 4.0 1:6

7.1 14.5 17.2 23'.1 5.6 9.6 6.3

4.2 18.7 4.6 27.7 2.8 12.4 3.0

1.8 20.5 3.3 31.0 /2.5 14.9

3.3 23.8' 3.6 34.6 1.6 16.5 2,6

9.3' j3.1 4.6 39.1 11,0 27.5 5.2

66,8 99.9 61.2 100."3 72,6 1001 7515

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.6

0.9

1,6

3.2

4,8

11.1

141.1

16.5

419.1,

243

8

0.0 D.0

O.Q. 0.0

0,0 0.0

0.11 , 0.0

0.0 0.0

0.0 0.0

2.,3° 2.3

0.0 2.3

15.4 :1

9.2 26.9

6.2 3

6.2 3

5.4 44.7

J. -1 IvV.

0,0 0.0 0. 0.0

0.0 0.0 0.0

0.0 0.0 0 0.0

0.0 0.0 0.0 0,0

0.0 0.0 0.0 0,0

0.0 0.0 1.5 ,1.5

3.4 -3.4' 0.0 1.5

0.0 3.4 3.1 4.6

5.1 8.5 4.6 9,2

0,0 8:5 3.1 123,

0.0, 8.5 0.0 12.3

1.7 10,2 7.7 20.0

10.2 20.4 6.2 26.2'

79 7 100 1 73.8 100.0

Att .
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older the.father, the higher were the percentages of-the fathers and their
children who reportIO-no limitations on their viewing,

The effect of the age of the mother was not as consistent. Based
on the children's reports analyzed in Table 51,-the older the mother, the
lower were the cumulative percentages of children reporting cutoff times
until 11:00 P.M. The reports of the mothers, however, did not reveal a
similar trend after 10:00 P.M. Lack of trends in the late evening may
be due to the instability of the per'centages which are based on very small°
samples of mothers fifty years of age or older and their children:

Incidence of Children's Viewing Beyond'Cutoff Times Prescribed
by Parents on Nights Before School Days 0

176

Of,the 4,882 parents who participated in the survey, 91.6% reported
that they usually required their children to stop watching television at:
some "special time" on nights before-school days (saegg Questions 8, 9, and
10 of the parents' questionnaire in Appendik C). Earlier, in Chapter III,
analyses were made of children's reports of viewing, by half-hour periods,
during the evenings before the school days of the survey week, November 15-
19-- Sunday through Thursday. With these two sets of data, it was possible
to examine the degree to which children complied with their parents' guidance
on viewing on those nightsbefore school days. More specifically, analyses
were made to answer the question:, what percentage of children watched
,television beyond the "cutoff times" prescribed by their parents?

As noted earlier in this chapter (Table 42), the six cutoff times mast
frequently mentioned by parents on nights before school days were, in order
of frequelncY, 10:00, 9:00, 9:30, 8:30, 8:00, and 10:30. Collectively,
these cutoff times were reported by 90.1% of the parents. Based on the
reports .of guidance by fathers and mothers, respectively, Tables 52 and
53 analyze the percentages of children who listened beyond those cutoff
times. The headings in both tables are the six, cutoff times most-frequently
reported by the parents. Under each cutoff time there are two columns''.
The first column ("No.") provides the total number of children whose,- ,

parents reported they should not watch beyond that time. The leccind column
(%) is the. percentage of that number who repOrted viewing beyond the
prescribed cutoff time It should 4e noted that the percentages of
children viewing after thtwo most frequently cutoff times, 9:00 and
10:00 P:M., are based on samples larger than those for.the other four
cutoff times and, therefore,.are statistically more reliable. For that
reason, the major oetthis analysis will.be on the degree of non --

. compliance with the'soo and 10100 P.M. Cutoff times presOibed by parents.

Non-complian e with the-9:00 P.M. cutoff'time. Tables' 52 and 53 .

reveal thati the peroentages\of children who reported viewing beyond the 9:00
gorM. cutoff time Were slightly under 40%:'...Sex and grade level o1 the chilct

4.tnd the number of sets available in the home did not appear to.be,important



Tale 52 A

(

CliILDREN'S NON-,COMPLIANCE:WITH FATHERS' GUIDANCE 'OR'T E TIMES OF ''HE
,

'. 'EVENING BEFORE SCH001, 045 WHEN THEY MUST'STOP WATCHING TV
,

.%

.

Percentage's who rep ted-watcbing TV beyond."cutoff times" 'Prescribed by fahers *

"Cut-Off Times Prescribed by Fathers*

71:00 P.M. 8:30 P.M. 9100 P.M, 9:30 P.M. '10:100 P.M. 10:30 P.M.
SUNDAAHURSDAY No. of

NIGHTS COMBINED Reports No. % No: % ,No; % No. k No. % No, %,

All Children 1856 105 47:. 196 48,4, 61 .37.4 .211 47:8 626 18.5 79 10:1
. .

All Boys, 909 , 46,5

All Girls 937 53

Children in:

Grades 4-6

Grades 779, 898 13 23.1

958 , 92 51.1

293 37.5 5,' 113 521 312. , 224 40 7.5

101 50.6 334 37,8 95 42.2 311 14.5 ,,.&4J 39 212,8

155 45,8 407 37.8

41 5866 223 36.7

Wichita 1.152 65 40.0, 120 50.9 283

Outslde Wichita 688 , 36 58.4 74 43.4, 242

Single-Set Homes 550 41 .58.5 . 66 4564 201

, Multi-Set Homes 1286 63 39.7 129 50.5 422

37.6

36:V.

36.4 -'. .47 . 38.3

38.1' 161 '.50.9

103 45.7 192 '16.1

108 50,0 , 434 19.7

8: 15 ,

71. 9.8

123 51.2, 405 20.0 k 51 5,,9

f85 ,43.5 218 16.1 28 17.8

171 15.2. 20 10.0

449 19.8 57 10.6

All children, by

Night of the week:

SUNDAY NIGHT 376

,

MONDAY NIGHT 1,00

TUESDAY NIGHT 363

WEDNESDAY NIGHT, 397

THURSDAY NIGHT 310

23 47.9 '43' 46.5 140 38.5 27 '55.5 123 294 16' 12.6

22 27.2 33' 60.6 132 '46.2 59 59.4 , 140 23.6 14 0.0

'23 60.7 40 42:P 124 31.4 29 30.9 130 10.0 15 26,7

24 '62.4 43 60.6 128 44.5 54 57.5 32 13.6 15 6 7

'13 10.8 36'' 33.3 104.23:3 39 23.0 98 16.3 19 5.3

* Under each "Cut -off time," there are two columns. The first column No:) represents the total number of children'in

each respondent category whose fathers repor'ted they should not watch beyond that time, The second column (%) isvthe

percentage of that number who reported viewing beyond,the prescribed'cut-off" time.

4
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J(., Table 53

, CHA.6REN'S'NOCOMPLIANCE WITH'MOTHERS' GUIDANCE ON THE 1:1MES OF THE

EVENING ,B FORE. SCHOOL DAYS WHEN THEY MUST STOP WATCHING TV

1

(Percentages .who fePor d watching TV beyond "cut -off, times" prescribed by mOthr$)*,
.

"Cut-Off Ti
.,,

, SUNDAY-THURSDAY No. of .8:00 8:30 P.M.

NIGHTS COMBINED Reports No. No. %, .

2339 144 46.6 254. 54.9

1129 70 52.8. 123 52.8

All Children

All Boys

All Girls

Children in:

Grades 4,6

Grades 7 -9

Al) children, by,

Night of the week:"

1200, 74 131 55.0

L1262

107?

Wichita 1506 102 43.Q 151 57.0

Outside Wichita 80 38 .55.4 96 49.9

Single-Set Homes 752..

Multi-Set Homes 1563

ZO

209 52.3

45 62:1'

61 52.5 102 . 53.9

81 40.7 148 ,5,.',6

hn

SUNDAY NIGHT 491 24 41.6 66 48.4

/

MONDAY NIGHT 444 35 48.6 48 58.4

TUESDAY NIGHT 456 24 45,9 47 48 9

.,0

WEDNESDAY NIGHT 505 35 54.4 50 70.0

THURSDAY NIGHT 374 , 25 .36.0 42, 45.4

0,'

Prescribed by' others*

9 O0
ti;

4:10 P.M. 10:0Q P.M. 10:301.M.

No. No., ''1' No, No., %

,

"736, 39.2 2i4 :45.4 830 20,2 97' 14.4

346 39.9 , . 124 46.0 410 ' 23.6 33 20.8

, .

.388 '39.1 ,14 45.$ . 415 16.6

499 39.4 139 43.2

237 38.4 130 48.5 557 '19.9 81 '14.8

273 20.8 16 12.E

451 :38.0 172 47.7 565 20,3 , 54 101"
275 40.4' 94 42,6 260 . 20:0' 0 38, 21.0.

', )

237 3,8.8 73 3l.5 247 220,6 ,28 14.3

rc.

491 .39:5 194' 50.6 576, 20.1 0 14.7

L

1.50 41t.3 52 '50.0 , 176 29.0 21 '28..6

156 474.4 53 '52.8 fap t 26.2, , . 21 19.1

155 30.8 49 36.7 157 11:5 , 23 8.7

159 44.6 67 55.3 , 176 16 5 15 .6'.7

110 ;27.3, ,42 23:8 136 l6 2 1,7 5.9.

* Under each "cut-off time," there are two columns. The first column (No.) represents the total number of children n

each respondent category whose mothers reported they should' not watch beyond. that time.' The second column (c/o) i t'he'
percentage of that number who reported viewing beyond the prescribed "cut-off" time.

,
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variables. Percentages of childrenwhO viewecitelevjsion beyondtheir
mothers' prescribed cutoff times generally were higher than those of children
exceeding the%fathers' prescribed times, but the differences were not great.

Non-compliance with the 10:00 P.M. cutoff time. Non-compliance with,
the'10:00 P.M. cutoff time was proportionately half of that reported for
the 9:00 ,P.M. cutoff time. The percentages of all children viewing beyond
the 1.0:00 P.M..cutoff time, as prescribed by fathers and mothers, respectively,
were 18.5% and 20.2%. Non - compliance was greater among boys,than girls.

Based on the mothers' guidance only, the grade level of, the children and
tne number of setsin the home were not significant variables, However, based
On the fathers' guidance, there'were'slight differences. Non-compliance
was slightly greateramong: junior' high school, students (compared with
grade schnlers);Children'residing in Wichita (compared with those living
outside Wichita); and children in multiple-set homes (compared with those in
single-set.homes):

Non - compliance, by night of the week. Tables 52 and 53 also report
the incidence of non-compliance with parentally prescribed cutoff timesn
each night of the survey week. At the 8:30, 9:00 and 9:30 cutoff times,
non-compliance appeared to be greater on Monday and Wednesday nights than
on the other three nights before school days. The reasons for the greater
non- compliance on those two nights are not.known,*but an examination of
the broadcast schedule for the survey week provides some possibilities.
"Monday Night Football" (ABC, 8:00-10:'30+ P.M.) may have accounted for the
phenomenon on Monday nights, as it was a strong "favorite" among fathers
and boys (see, Table 58 in. Chapter. VIII). On Wednesday night, a block of
three one-hour "specials" was broadcast by the ABC affiliate from 7:00
to-10:00 P.M.--successively, "Dorothy,Hamill," "JOhn Denver," and "Olivia'
Newton-John." These three programs may well have had strong appeal to
the children, espetiallyithe junior high school student`, who may have been
tempted to exceed the normal cutoff times prescribed by their parents.

For unknown reasons,. the incidence of non-compliance with the 8:30,
9:00, and 9:30 P.M.dcutoff times was lower on Thursday nights, based on
the analyses of both fathers' and mothers' guidance.

Non-compliance with the.10:00 P.M. cutoff time was greater on Sunday
night than on the other nights before school days. Nearly 30% of the
children'reported viewing after that time, based on the guidarice reported
by both mothers and fathers. One might speculate that this could be
attributable to the fact that the children had the opportunity to complete,
their "homework" on Saturday and earlier on Sunday; thereby 'freeing" them
to watch television later on Sunday night.

2s,;
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CHAPTER VIII
/

COMPARISON OF STUDENTS' AND PARENTS' ATTITUDESTOWAD"SPECIFIC

TELEVISION PROGRAMS IN THE EVENINGS AND,ONSATODAY MORNING

In Section II of their respective que'sjonnaires, parents and children
were asked to report their attitudes toward eiphty7iix programs brOadcast in
the evenings from 6:00 to 10:00 R.M. and toward twenty-four programs broadcast
from 7:00 to 12:00 on Saturday morning. The 'choices provided for each-program
were: "It's one of my favorites"' "It's al j -. ('so-so')"; "I don't like
it"; or "I have never seen it." Earliehin.Chapter V, only the children's'
attitudes were reported. In this chapter, the attitudes of the children will
be compared with those of their parents:

The comparisons will be based on th .1Tiatching" of thildren=with their

i'

parents--that is to say, Included in th sample are,bYil' those children in
homes from which at least one parental es.ponSe mas re 'eived. Thus, the
sample,of children analyzed in this tha terjs slightly over one-half the
size of the Sample'upon which the estimates inChapt r V were based.. Readers
who are interested'in.the children's at itudes:only are advised to examine
the data in Chapter V as the larger samale sizes pr vide estimates of greater
statistical reliability.

,

The data presenteeinthis ch..ter,Were.sec ed,to provide answers to
two of the major research questio posed.in,Cha ter I: ,What are the
_attitudes. of children and their parents toward pe5ific programs broadcast
during and,after the "family viewing. period" or eaChnight,of the week,
Sunday through Saturday, from 6:00 P,M. to 10: 0 P.M:? And, What arethe
attitudesofchildren and their parents toward specific programs brbadcas%
on Saturday mornings? . '

Implicit in th rationale of this stqdy is the need to determine:if
there are attitudes shared by adults-44 Children-attitudes which might
assist-broad& sters in planning and providing programs -which would accommodate
the tastes both,' The majOrthrust of the "faMily viewing concept" has been
to brpadca programs considered suitable!for viewing by parentsand.children
alike.

The n'ed for determination .of adult attitudes is important in another
reSpect. Earlier, in Chapter I, a review of :relevant literature revealed

studies (Lyle and Hoffmao,.-1972;/Bauer, 1973; and Hess.and Goldman,
1962) vhich found that children,have little control over the selection of
.televisionlprograms which families view. According to these studies,
decisions on, program selection are made primarily by parents and older

2S



siblings. To the-extent/that parents\and older 'siblings select programs in
consonance with their attitudes, it follows that' children will be
viewers, captive or willing,.of those programs, and may develop attitude's
similar to those of their "elders." For that reason, it is,important to
examine first the attitudes of parents toward the programs broadcast during

'and after the "family viewing period" (6:00 to 8:00 P.M. CST).

Attitudes of Parents and Children Toward
Evenfing Television Programs

Parents' favorite and disliked programs.

Parents' favorite programs. Table 54 reports the, "top twenty" programs
reported most frequently by mothers and fathers as "favorites." It mast be
remembered that these were selected from the, list of programs on the/
questionnaires, and were those scheduled fiacbroadcast during the survey
period of mid-November, 1976. For reasons explained in Chapter II; "Meth-
odology," "movies" and,"specials" were excluded from the list.

)81

As Table 64 reveals, the'programs most favored by both fathers and mothers
I

-covered a wide spectrum of program.content, and men and women differed con-
siderably in their preferences. However, twelle.programs appeared in the
"top twenty" liSts for both men and women: "Local TV-news," "World of Disney,"
"Wild Kingdom," "Happy Days," "60 Minutes," "Starsky & Hutch," "All in the
Family," "Little House on the Prairie," "MASH," "Emergency," "StreetS,of San
Francisco," and "Welcome Back, Kotter."

The eight programs reported as favorites by men only were: "Monday Nite
Football'," "Hee Haw," "Rockford Files," "Sanford and Son," "Kojak," "Barney
Miller," "Six Million Dollar Man," and "Baa Baa Brack Sheep."

The eight reported byvomen only *ere? Donnie andMarie," "Carol Burnett
Show,' "Laverne and Shirley," "Family, "To Tell the Truth," "Captain and
Tennille," "Partridge9Family," and "Mary Tyler Moore Show."

It is interesting to ftote that the eight Pnpgrams reported as favorites
by men only featured male performers and actors. The eight eeported by women

' only featured either female stars or performers, or centered onfamily
situations. It would appear that some type.Qf sex-identificatiOn operates
in program preferences. \

, .

Parents' disliked programs. In,Table 55, the twenty programs most disliked
by parents are listed separately for fathers and mothers. Again, as was the
case fNavorite prograMs,.considerable differences in attitudes were noted
between e sexes. However, thirtden programs appeared in the lists of
programs disliked by bath men and women: "Sonny and Cher," "Maude," "Rhoda,"
"Phyllis," "Lawrence Welk," "Hollywood Squares," "Chico and the Nan," "Rich
Man, Poo.r.Man II," "Mary Tyler Moore Show," "Mr. T. and Tina,". "Hee Haw,"

Woman,." and the "Bob Newhart Show.
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Table 54

EVENING PROGRAMS MOST POPULAR WITH PARENTS

Top Twenty Favorites of Fathers

1.

Program

60.9%

Time Net/

Type# B' cast St'n

Monday Rite Football. . SPT Mon-8:00 ABC

2.. *Local TV News (avg.). . 53.0 NEW M-Sa:6:00

3. *World of Disney . I 49.1 ADV Sun-6:00 NBC

4. *Wild Kingdom 45.9 AML Mon-6:30 CBS

5. *Happy Days 38.4 FSC Tu -7:00 ABC

6. *60 Minutes 37.8 DOC Sun-6:.00 CBS

7. Starsky & Hutch . . 33.9 P/D Sat-84 ABC

8. All in the Family . 29.6 ASC. Wed-84 CBS

9. *Little House on Prairie 28.9 FDR Mon-7:00 NBC

10. MASH 28.4 ASC Tue-8:00; CBS

11. *Emergency i8.2 ADV Sat-7:00 NBC

12. Streets of San Francisco 27.3 P/D Thu-9:00 ABC

13: *Mee Haw . 2.7.1 CWM Sat-6:30 ,CBS

14. " *Welcome Back, Kotter. . 26.8 FSC Thu-700 ABC

15. Rockford Files. . . 25.6 P/D Fri-8:00 NBC

16. *Sanford and Son.. . . 25.4 FSC Fri-7:00 NBC

17. Kojak 24.7 P/D Sun78:00 CBS

18. *Barney Miller 24.0 ASC Thu-7:30 ABC

19. ,Six Million Dollar, Man. 23.8 S/F Sun-7:00 ABt

20. *Baa Baa Black Sheep . . 23.6 ADV Tue=7:00 NBC

Top Twenty Favorites of Mothers**

Program

Tinik Net/

Type# B'cast St'n

*World of Disney, 59.6% ADV Sun-6:00 NBC

2. *Little House on Prairie 53.2 FDR Mon-7:00 NBC

3. *Happy Days . . 52.8 FSC Tue-7:00 ABC

4. , *Local TV News (AVG.) 49,9 NEW M-Sa:6:00

5. *Wild Kingdom 42.6 AML Mon -6:30

6. *Emergency 37.1 ADV Sat-7:00 NBC

7. Starsky & Hutch 36.5 P/D. Sat41:00 ABC

8; *Donnie & Marie 34.8 MCV Fri-7:00 ABC,

9. *60 Minutes . . . 33 :8. DOC Sun76:00 CBS

10. *Welcome Back, Kotter . 33.3 FSC Thu- ABC

11. Carol Burnett' Show . 32.2 MCV Sat-9:00 CBS

12. "Laverne & Shirley. . 29.6 FSC Tue-7:30 ABC

13. Family . . . .... 29.5 ADR Tue-9:00 ABC,

14. *To Tell the Truth (Avg.) 29.1 Q/G M-F:6:00 ABC

'15. All in the family. . . . 26.9 ASC Wed-8:00 CBS

16. *Captain & T nnille . 25.8 MCV Mon-7:00 ABC.

17. *Partridge F mily (Avg.). 25.4 FSC M-F:6:30 ABC.

18. Streets of San Francisco 25.1 P/D Thu-9:00 ABC

19. MASH 24.6 ASC Tue-8:00 CBS

20. rMary Tyler Moore Show. 22.6 ASC Sat-8:00 CBS

'* Broadcast during the "family viewing period" (6'4-8:00 P.M. CST).

** Sample size varied slightly by program. ,Sample:of fathers ranged from' 2031 to 2065. Sample, of mothers ranged from

2541 to 2565,

' # - Type

ADR = "Adult drama"..:

ADV = "Action -adventure drama"

AML = "Animal-Natureshow,

1SC = "Adult situation comidy"

tWM = "Country-western mus)c"

DOC 7 "Documentary"

FDR = "Family drama"

FSC = "Family situation comedy"

MCV = "Musical/comedylariety"

NEW = "Newscasts"'

P/D = "Police-detective drama"

Q/G = "Quiz-Game show"

S/F = "Science-Fantasy Adventure"

SPT "Sports broadcast" ,.



4 I Table 5,

\ EVENING P,ROGRAMS MOST DISLIKED BY PARENTS

Pro0s Mo t Disliked'by Fathers**

Te-TlirTfeTT

am Tge# BICast Strn Program,

rams Most Disliked .b

Time, Met

Type#. B cast St'ri

1. *Sonny Cher, . . .,. 51,2% MCV 'Sun-7:00 CBS, 1., Maude 1
. 52.4% ASC Mon-8:00. CBS

.

2. Maude 44.9 AS 18.00 CBS 2.. *Sonny 21 Cher 49.6 MCV Sun-7:00 CBS

3, *Rhoda . .,,, . . . . . 40.0 ASC Mo -7:00 CBS 3. Monday,Nite football' 3/,5 :.
SPT Mon-8:00 ABC

4. *Phyllis
, I' 36.6 ASC on-7:30 CBS' 4. *Hee Haw..... 1 .. , 33.7 CWM Sat-6:30. C

5. *Lawrence Welk . .. . . . . 32.9 AFM Fri-7:00 CBS 5. *Lawrence Welk 33,6. AFM Fri-7:00 C S

6 , *Hollywood Squares ( 27.1 Q/G *** NBC 6 . *Phyllis. .. ... . . .. AL2 ASC Mon-1. :30 C S

7. Hawaii Five-O. . . . . 25.5. P/D Thu-8:00) CBS .7. *Rhoda ' J1
.

9 ASC Mon-7:00 CBS
$.,

8, *Chico and the Man . . , . 25.0k FSC F0-7:30 NBC 8. Kojak. . .. ;IL., . .,, . ./ 31.7 P/D Sun-8:00 CBS

g. *Laverne & Shirley . . 24/.7 'FSC Tle-1:30' ABC 9. *Chico 'and the Man. . . °. 27.9 1 FSC: Fri-7:'30 :NBC

1'0. *Bill Cokb) Show 24.5' MCV Sun-6:00 ABC 10 Police Woman 26.6' P/D Tue4:00 NBC .

11. *Partridge Flmily (A4) . ,24.5 FSC .MTF:6:30 ABC 11. MASH .

,

i) 26.:1 ASC Tue-8:00 CBS

12, Rith Man, Poor Man. II . . 2'3.6 ADR Tue-8:00 ABC 12. *Sanford and on . 25.8 'FSC Fri-7:00 NBC

13. Carol Burnett Show. . .

\l'

, '23.5 ) MCV Sat-9:00 CBS 13. All in the Family. .. . . 23.7 ASC Wed-8:00 CBS

14. Mary yler Moore Show . . 22.8 ASC Sat-8:00 'CBS 14. Adam 12 '(Avg.) 23.1 P/D M-F:6:30, NBC

15. *Mr, .T` & Tina 22:0 FSC Sat-7:30 ABC 15. *Barney Miller 23.1" ASC Thu-7:30 ABC

16. *Hee Haw , °. 21.6 CWM Sat-6:30 CBS 16. *Mr. T, & Tina ' 23.0 FSC Sat-7:30 ABC

17. *The Jeffersons '21.6 FSC Wed-6:30 CBS 17. *Hdlywood Squares (Avg.) .22., Q/G ***, NBC

' 18, Police Woman. .. ..... 121.0 P/D Tue78:00 NBC 18. Rib) Man, Roar Man II. . 22,4, ADR Tue-8:00 ABC

1g. Bob Newhart Show. . . . . 20.9 ASC Sait-8:30 CBS 19, Mary Tyler, Moore Show. . 12.0 ASC Sat-8:00 CBS t

20. *CaPta & Tennille. . . ..' 20.8 MCV Mon-7;00 ABC 20. Bob Newhart Show . . . 21:1 ASC Salt-8.0 CBS

* Broadcast during the "family viewing period" (6:00-8:00 P.M. CST).

** Sample size varied slightly 6y .program. Sample of fathers ranged from 2031 o 2065: Sample of mothers ranged from

2541 to 2565.
3

*** BroadcaSt.bn Wednesday at 7:00 and on Saturday at 6:00 P.M.

e

ADR "Adult 'drama"

AD.V Iction-adventure drama;

AFM = 'Adult familiar music"

.ASC' situation comedy"

W." "Country-western music"

FDR"Family drama"

FSC = "Family situation ,comedy'

"Musical/comedy.variety'

P/D = "Police-detective drama"

"Quiz-Game" show

SPT = "Sports broadcast" ,'
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The seven programs most disliked by men only were: "Hawaii Five-0,"
"Bill Cosby Show," "Partridge Family," "Laverne and Shirley," "Carol Burnett
Show," "The Jeffersons," and "Captain and Tennille,"

The seven programs most disliked by women only were: "Monday +lite
Football," "Kojak," "MASH," "Sanford and Son," "All in the Family," "Adam
12," and "Barney Miller,"

Shared attitudes of parents and children

As noted earlier, although it is to be expected' that adults and Children
frequently will differ in their program preferences, one implicit objective
of this study was to determine if there are programs toward which parents
arid hildren have similar attitudes. Identification of such programs might

dvertisers and broadcasters in selecting programs with broad "family"

In an attempt to identify such programs, the following methodological
approach was employed. For each of the sixty-eight different programs listed
on the questionnaire, percentages pf fathers, mothers, boys, and girls ,

reporting each program as a "favorite" were computed.., Then, for each of the
four demographic groups, an average,was made of the S4xty-eight percentages,A
That average was labelled the "average favorite percentagej" In similar f

fashion, an "average disliked percentage!" was .comptited based on the reports of
the four groups who reported the programs they disliked.

Tables 56 and 57 were constructed to show the degree to which the four
groups shared attitudes toward the programs. Inoider fora given prograM
to qualify for inclusion in Table56, the percentage of at least one demo-
graphic group reporting it as)A favorite had.toexceed the "average favorite
percentage." Similarly; for inclusion in Table 57, the percentage of at
least one demographic group--fathers, mothers, boys, or girls--reporting
disliked had to exceed the "average disliked percentage."

v.
qualifiedShared preferences. In Table 56, forty-five'programs qualified for

for inclusion. The percentage reporting e&ch asa favorite exceeded the
"average faVorite percentage" of at least one of the; demographic groups. The
"average /favorite percentage" for fathers, mothers, boys, and girls were 17.8%,
19.1%, 30.6% and 29.3%, respectively. Irie Will be notedthat the "average
favorite percentages" of boys and girls were considerably higher than those
of their parents, suggesting a more favorable overall orientation to the
evening television "menu.",

A
However,,the '! average favorite percentages

d

"

revealed a-close correspondence between fathers ,and Mothers, and between boys.
' and girls.

f(4

Of the forty-five programs listed-in Table twelve enjoyed percentages
which exceeded the "average favorite percentagelof all four groups. Based
on expressed preferences alone, it would appear thathese programs would be
acceptable for joint family. viewing. Sev4n bf the twelve, in fact, were

, brOadcast during the "fanlily viewing period." The merits of the programs,
however, must. remain matters'for the'individual reader's inference°and
evaluati6n. -
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Table 56

COMPARISON OF PARENTS AND CHILDREN IN THEIR SELECTION
OF "MOST FAVORED" EVENING TELEVISION PROGRAMS*

% Naming Program as.a "Favorite"' Time
Fathers-' Mothers , Boys Girls Type# B'cast

"Average Favorite Per tage".. (17.8 %)

"Most Favored Programs"
Selected by:

All four groups (12)
All in the Family
Carol Burnett Show

**Donnie & Marie
**Emergency
**Happy Days
MASH
,Rockford Files

**Sanford and Son
**Six Million Dollar Man
Starsky & Hutch

"Welcomt Back, Kotter
**World of Disney

29.6%
19.3
22.0
28:2
38.4
28.4
25.6
25.4
23.8
33.9
26.8
49.1

Alj except fathers (4)
**Captain & Tennille 15.7

Dick Nan Dyke & Co 15.7

**Laverne & Shirley A 14.7

**Partridge Family. (Avg.). 14.8

All except boys (1)
**Little Hou e on the Prairie.

All except girls
**Barney Miller . 24.0

Monday Nite Football . 60.9

(

28.9

Fathers and mothers only (5)
."Local TV pews (Avg.) . . .

**60 Minutes
Streets of San Francisco .

**To -1-e1-1 the Truth (Avg.) .

**Wild Kingdom

54.0
37.8
27.3
19.0
45.9

Boys_ and Girls only (6)

* *Bill Cosby , 11.6

**Chico and the Man 2.3
"Gemini Man o 6.4

**Holmes & Yoyo 17.1

One Day at a Time ' 7.8

**Mr. T. & Ti\na. . . .A
6.1

.7
.0

,

(1041%) (30.6%)

,26.99. 45.8%
322 34.5
34.8 48.7
37.1 47.2
52.8 81.5
24.6 54.7
21.4 40.1

19.8 48.1
19.3 62:1

36.5 79.8
33.3 76.7
59.6 36.6

25r8 7

20.4 X2.8
29.6 56.2
25.4 49.8'

53.2 24.3

20.8 38.1

.19.1 66.5,

(29.3%)

45.0%
50.9
64.7

43.7
90.4
42.0
25..6

32.8
47.8
77.3
78.3
30.6

ASC
MCV
MCV''

ADV
FSC
ASC
P/1);

FSC
S/F
Pip

FSC

ADV

Wed-8:b0
Sat-9:00
Fri-7:00
Sat-7:00
Tue-7:00
Tue-8:00
Fri-8:00
Fri-7:00
Sun-7:00
Sat-8:00
Thu-7:00
Sun-6:00

Net/

CBS

CBS

ABC
NBC
ABC
CBS
NBC
NBG
ABC
ABC
"ABC

NBC

MCV Mon-7:00 'ABC
35.7 MCV °Thi-9:00 NBC
78.6 FSC Tue-7:30 ABC

FSC M-F:30. ABC,

51.4 FDR

24.

11.

49.9 ...' 6.7 3.3

33.8 3.9 1.8

/ 25.1, 26.3 19.3
29.1 18.4 15.9
42.6 29.0 13.9

17.9 46.0 38,0

13.1 38.0 33.1

6.6 45.2 32.41

16.7 70.7
13.8 33.0 52.5

5.4 37.8 40.8

Mon-7:00 NBC

ASC Thu-7:30 ABC
SPTMon-8:00 ABC /

NEW
DOC
P/D

Q/0
AML

MCV
FSC
S/F
FSC
ASC
FSC

, 291 g.

M-Sa:6:00
Sun-6:00 CBS

Thu-9:00 'ABC
M-F:6:00' ABC
Mon-6:30 CBS

Sun4:00 ABC.

'FriL.7:30,_NBC

ThU-7:00. NBC
Sat-7:00 ABC

Tue-830 CBS

jSat-7:30 ABC



Table 56 (cont'd) . 186

"Average Favorite Percentage "..

"Most Favored Programs"
Selected by:

Fathers and boys only (3)
**Baa Baa Black Sheep,
Hawaii Five-0
Switch

Mothers and girls only (2)
/ Family

-Mary Tyler Moore Show.

Fathers only (4)
Barnaby Jones

**Hee Haw
Kojak
Police Story

Mothers only (2)
Bob Newhart Show
Rich Man, Poor Man II

Girls pily (3)
Al is

Nancy Walker Show
**Sybil

Fathers and girls o14, (1)
Police Woman . . . . A ..

8.9 49.3
15.1 32.2
14.7 36,7

/

11.7 29.5 25.2 53.5
16.2 22.6 20.2 31.6

',0(1

15.7 20.9 20.5 26.7
15.9 21.0 22,2 27.9

18.1 18.8 .21.6 31.2

% Naming
,- Fathers

(17.8%)

23.6
20.0
17.8
4 I

18.2 19.0 20.7 13.5
27.1 18.9 15.0 10.7
24.7 16.0 16.2 9.2
20. 12.5 21.5 13'!9

5.6 8.6 17,7
4.0 11.2 22.9
5.1 16.7 14.2

Program as a
Mothers Bo
(19.1%)

"Favorite"
s Girls

(29.3%)

10.8
15.7
19.1

30.4-

29.8
36.7

Time
Type# B'cas

.ADV

P/D

P/D

Net/

Tue-7:00 NB
Thu-8:00, CB
Tue -9:06 CBS

A

ADR' Tue-9:00
ASC Sat78:00

P/Dik Thu-9:00
CWM Sat-6:30
P/D Sun-8:00

'P/D Tue-9:00

ABC
CBS

/

CBS
CBS
°CBS

NBC

ASC Sat-8:30 CBS
ADR Tue-8:00 ABC

ASC
AS,c

ADR

Wed-8:30 CBS
Thu-8:30 ABC
Sun-7:00 NBC

P/D Tue-8:00

* For each of-the 68 evening programs listed on the questionnaire, the percentage of each
group reporting the program as a "favorite" was calculated. Then, for each group an
average of the 68 percentages. was computed. That average is labelled the "average
favorite.percentage." For a nogram to be listed in theNlible", the percentage of at '

least, one groUp reporting it as a "favorite" must exceed the "average favorite percentage."

**-Broadcast during the "family viewing period" (6:00-8:00 P.M. CST)L

- Type

ADR 1..wAdult,drama" 0

ADV 41 "Adventure drama"
AML = "Animal-Nature" show

- ASC = "Adult situation medy"
CW.M = "Country4stern usic"
DOC = "Documentary"
FDR = "Family drama"
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FSC = "Family situation comedy"
MCV = "Musical/comedy variety"
NEW = "Newscasts;'

o

P/D = "Police - detective drama"

Q/G = "Quiz-Game show"
S/F = "Science-Fantasy Adventure"
SPT = "Sports broadcast"
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Classified'by type of content, the' twelve progr$Ms consisted of five
"situation coMedies,". tWo "police-detective".dramas, two "action-adventure"
dramas, two musical/tomedy:variety shows, and one "science- fantasy adventure"
drama.

Table 56 also includes seven additional programs that had a higher than
average appeal to three of the four demographic groups. To a lesser degree,
,these also might have pOteptial fpr-','family viewing," and, in fact. five of
them were broadcast 'during the "family viewing period." Table 56 continues
the analltes of.programs for which only one or two groups reported w,
higher than average appeal.

Sex of the respondent appeared to influence program preferences. For
example, girls reported a higher than average preference for programs which
featured female actors and for programs the titles of which included female
names,' e.g., "Alice," "Nancy Walker," "Sybil," "Police Woman," "Mary Tyler.
Moore Show," "Captain,and Tennille," "Mr. 3. and. Tina," "Little House on the
Prairie," "Family,", "Laverne and Shirley," "Donnie and Marie," and "Carol
Burnett."

.

(

hared,dislikes. Table 57, with the same format used in Table 56, lists
forty-six programs which ")gualified"Ifor inclusion, Ihe percentage reporting
each as disliked" having exceeded the "average disliked percentage" of at_
least one of the four demographic groups. The"average disliked percentages"
for fathers, mothers), boys, andirls were 17.2%, 17.5 %, 18.0%, and 17.1%,
respectively: Unlike the patttrn o9 favOrite prOgramS, parents and children
did not differ significantly. in their orientation toward programs of lesser.
appeal.

Twelve of the forty-six.programs suffered a higher than "average ,.

disliked percentage" reported by both parents and children. This suggests
that they might not be the mestlappropriate for "family viewing;" although

,,,,

---`t
is ix wererbroadcast during the " amily viewing period.1' By type of content,
the twelve programs consisted f four` "police-detective dramas," three "adult
situation comedies," one "adul drama,". one "adult familiar music" show, one
"quiz-games" show, one musical/comedy variety'show.and one "country-western

.. ,

music" show. , - Lr

Four other programs suffered a higher than "average disliked percentagg" '

among three of the four groups. By type, these consisted of One "police-
detective" drama, and three "adult situation comedies." Inthe latter three,

. the e fect of "sex-identification" again was noted, with girls reporting much
less- istaste for the "Nancy Walker Shew," "Mary Tyler Moore. Show,"Aand "Rhoda."

The programs not listed in Tables 56 and 57 are analyzed tn Table 58.
-In addition, fort all program listings, Table 58 reports the perentages who
.neither "liked" nor "disliked" each,program,but rep of instead an attitude
of "it's all right ('so-so')." Reports are providedreparately by sex of the
respondents--fathers, mothers, boys, and girls. 4=

)
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Table 57-

COMPARISON O. PARENTS AND CHILDREN IN-THEIR-REPORTS- OF
"MOST DISLIKED" EVENING TELEVISION' PROGRAMS*

188

"Average Disliked Percentage". .

"Most. Disliked Programs"
Reported by:

All four groups (12)
**Adam 12 (Avg.)

Bob Newhart,Show
Hawaii Five-O. . .

**Hee Haw. . . , .

**Hollywood.. Squares (AVG.)
Kojak .. ....

**Lawrence Weik-
Maude., ....

**Phyllis
Police Woman . . . .

Rich Man, Poor Man II
**Sonny & Cher .

% Reporting Program as "Disliked". time Net/
Fathers Mothers Boys , Girls Type# B'cast St'n
(17.2%) (17.5%) (18.0%) (17.1%)

19.3%
20.9,
25.5

V7.6
2.1
32.9
44.9

23,1% :20,7%
21,1 _23.1,,

18.9.- 18.0.

3.1 44.4: 50.5
-22-.6 51.1
.-31,7 31:5 43.0
33:6 58.0
52,4 -32.4

36.6 - 32.2 34.4'
21.0 25,6 24A

22-A: ' 28.2
49,6 59.4

.29A%-- P/D
1'1.4 ASC
30.4 P/D

CWM

4/G.
P/D

55.9 : AFM
.24.3.r ASC.
20.6/ ASC
17.5 P/D.

18.6 A
ACV,

All exce
olice

t

, .

All exce ;t i ls (3),
Mary Tyler Moore Show.
NancY Walker Show. . . . . . .

**Rhod. . . . f'. . : .....

Fathers and mothers only (
All-in the Family ,1915

**Bill Cosby Show. . ... . .... 24:5
**

49 ..

Jefersons . ,

Chico d the Man.
..

. .

. 2P:6
25.0

**The JeN .

**Laverne & Shirley. . 24.7
.,"

MASH -,- 19.4
* *Mr. T. & Tina 22.0
* *'Sanford and Son, . . . 18.9

**Welcome.Back, Otter . 20.5
: ?

Boys and girls only (7)
Barnaby Jones 16.1 15.7
The Blue Knight 10.3' 12.,

**Dolly 11.0 . 16.8
**Local TV news (Avg.) '1.9 ,,, 1 1.1

**60 Minutes , 7.1 ' \- 5.7

Streets of San Francig.co . .15.2 12.1

**Wild Kingdom 4.3 , -6.1

'9)

.14.5

22.8
20.5

"40.0
22,0

31:9

21.0

8

26.2 14..8

31.3 12.0

M-F:6:30 NBC
Sat-8:30 CBS
Thu -8:00. CBS
Sat -6:30 ,CBS
e*** NBC

Sun-8:00 CBS
Fri-7:00 CBS
Mon-8:00 CBS
Mon-7:30 CBS
Tue-8;00 NBA
Tue-8:00 ABC
Sun-7:00 CBS

P/D Tue-9:00: NBC

ASC Sat-2:00. CBS

ASC Sat-8:00-:CBS:
ASC Mon7:00: CBS

23.7 11.4 ASC Wed-8:00 cps
19.1 5.9. 7.0 MCV, Sun-6:00 .ABC
27.9 14.2 14.6 FSC" Fri-7:30.' NBC ;

18.1 ./, 16.0 12.7 FSC Wed=.6:30 CBS
19.6' . 8.5 2.2 ''FSC Tue-7:30 ABC,
26.1 10)0 15.4 ASC Tue-8:00 ,CgS
23.0 15.1 11.9 FSC Sat-7:30 ABC
25.8 10.1 15.6 FSC Fri-7:00 N5C
18.7 2.1 2.2' FSC Thu-7:00 ABC

23.6 28.4
18.4 ,4 17.3
33.5 31.0.
'28.4 34.9

45.4
22.4 '. 24.1

191:3 33.8

PD Thu -9:,00 CBS
P/D Wed-9:00 CBS
CWM Sat-6:30 NBC
NEW. PI:Sa:6:00
DOC" Sun-6:00 'CBS ,f

P/D Thu-9:00
AML 'Mon-6:30 CBS

2 9/1'



Table 57 (cont'd)

% Reporting PrOgram as "Disliked"
Fathers Mothers Boys Girls Type#

"Average Dislikedjercqntage".. (17,2%) (17.5%) (1810%) (17.1%)

"Most Disliked_Rrograms"
Reported b

Fathers and b only .(2)

16.5% 18.3% 10.4% MCVqarol Burnet Show
Family 14.4' 20.6 J 6.2 ADR

Mothers and girls only (2) 2/
**Barney Miller ''16.6 23.1 14.5 23.4 ASC
Monday Nite Football 11.1 37.5 10.6 50.1 SPT

PatIlers-only (2)

**Captain & Tenniile 20.8 15.3 6.1 4.3, MCV
**Donnie &.Marie 19.0 13.8 14.2 8..2 MCV-
**Partridge amily, (Avg,Y . 24.5 15.1 8.5 3.6 FSC

.

Mothers only (2)
,

'n

On_ Day at a:Time 1§.9 18.3 \ 16.0 7.5 ASC
* *Six Million Dollar'Man; -15;6 :°-20.4 4.0 - 7.5 S/F

Boys-: only (2)
**Doc .... . - ... , . 10.5 10.7 14.7 ASC
* *Little House on'the Prairie . 11.5 N. 5;0 24.4 )3.2' 1FDR

Girls only, (2

. **Baa Baa Black 5Ifeep 6.1 8.6 6.8 20,1 -"'ADV

Rockford Files 10.1 14.8 11.5 17.6, P/D

Fathers and girls only (1)/,_,
17.6 13.4 16.4',-

.-L.

17.4 Q/.9,'T"To Tell the TruthjAvg.)r A
.
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Time
Pcast

Net/
St'n

Sat-9:00 CBS
'Tue-9:00 ABC

Thu-7:30 ABC
Moh-8:00 ABC

Mon-7:00 ABC
'Fri -P-7:00 ABC

ABC

Tue-8:30 CBS
Sun-7:00 ABC

Sat-7:30 CBS

Mon-7:00 -NBC

Tue -7:00 NBC
Fri-8:00 NBC

M -F -6:00 ABC
r

,For each of the 68 evening programs listed on the questionnaire, the percentage of
. each group .0pOrting the program as "disliked" was calculated. Then, for each group

. -;an average of the 68 percentages was computed. 'That average is labelled the "average 5

disliked percentage." For a program to be listed in theItable, the percentage of at
least one Iroup reporting it'as "disliked" must exceeqjhe "average disliked percentage."

** Broadcast during the "family viewing peribd" (6:00-8:00.

** * Broadcast on Wednesday at 7:00 -and on Saturday at 6:00 P.M.

# Typft.

(ADR =Adult drama"
ADV =/"Adventure drama's'
AFM music"

) AML = "Animal-Nature" show 4''
ASC= "Adult situation comedy"
CWM = "Country-Western music"
1JOC = "Documentary"-

FDR = "Family drama"

'CST).

FSC =2'Jfamily situation comedy"
= "Kusical/comedy variety"

NEW = "Newscasts"
P/D.= "Police-detective drama"
Q/G-= "Quiz-Game" show
S/F = "Science-FantasyAdventOre"
'SPT = "Sports-broadcast"



Table

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S ATTITUDES TOWARD TELEVISION

PROGRAtl$ IN THE EVENING ,6:00-10:00 P.M.*

By Sex of 'Parents. and Children -

-,.

Sunday Programs:

Bill Cosby Show. .

60 Minutes

World of Disney

Six Million Dollar Man

Sonny & Cher Slip. . .

Sybil (The Big Event).

"1 of my fayorites"

Time Parents Children

B'cast Men Women Boys Girls'

6 - 7

6 - 7

6 - 7

7 - 8

7 8

7- 10

Kojak

Delvecchio .

Monday Programs:

-9

9 - 10

Local 11 news 6-630

To Tell the Truth. . . 6-630

Adam 12 630-7

Partridge Family . . 630-7

Wild Kingdom . . 630-7)

Captain & Tennille , '7 - 8

Little House on Prairie. 7 8

Rhoda 7-730

Phyllis 730.8

Maude 8-830

Monday Nfte Football 8 - 11

All's Fair . . . .. . 830-9

Executive Suitt 9 - 10

,

rightfso -so"

Parents Children

Men. Women Boys Girls

35.2%

11.7

64.9

44.0

48.0

18.0

38.5

i16.7

11.6% /17.9% 46.0% 38.0% 3g 9% 37.4% 31.4%

37.8 33.3 3.9 1.8 38.8 37.4 17.7

49.1 59.6 36.5 30.6 46.7 37.6 58.9

23.8 19.3 62.1 47.8 57.7 55.5 33.5

4.3 '8.0' 9.9 21.4 38.2 37,6'. 39.1 '

5.1 16.7 14.2 36.7 10.5 16.2 18.4

24.7 16.0 .16`2p 9.2 48.9 43.0 44.7

8:2 5.7 10.8 5.7 26.9 19.7 21.2

53.9 50.6 6.3 3.4 43.1 47.6 56.1

18,9 29.2 16.5 14.9 51.3 57.3 65.5

16.6 12.5 26.4 14.1 54.7 49.0 45.2

14.6 25.8 50.9 60.9 56.7 57.7 38.6.

45.9 42.6 29.0 13.9 43.3 43.9 42.5

f 15.7 25.8 62.7 73.0 40.5 43.3 27.3'

28.9 53.2 24.3 51.4 4.6 34.2 43.4

4.1 12.5 12.1 35.8 31.6 41.2 41.6

2.8 8.1 11.2 24.8 23.0 35.4 33.5'

7.4 13.0 18.9; 26.2 21,2 33.6 37.2'''

60.9 19.3 66.5 11:9 21.3 32.4 17.8

2.0 4.6 15,4 24.9 11,2' 13.3 18.3

2.6 5,2 4,4 7.7 10:5 13.0 10.2

52.4

67.0

44.8

35.4

36.8

20.2

5.9

45.6

42,7,

427.4'

22.4

11.8

"I don't like

Parents Children

Men Women Boys Girls

24.5% 19.1% 5.9% 7.0%

7.1 5.7 42.8 45.4

44 0.7 2.9 2.8

15:6 20.4 4.0 7.5

51.2 49.6 59.4 40.6

16.0 13.1 17.0 7.2

20.1 31.7 31.5 43.0

14.3 14.8 15.3 15.7

2.0 1.1 29.6 35.6

1g.9 11.2 16.5. 17.5

19.5 23.5 .20.9 28..6

24.5 15.1 9.5 1.6

4.3 6.1 19.3 33.8

20.8 15.3 6.1 4.3

11.5 ,5.0 24.4 8.2

40.0. 31.9 31.3 12.0.

36.6 32.2 34.4 20.6

44.9 52.4 32.4 24.3

11.1 37.5 10.6 50.1

11.6 13,.7' 13.8 8.9'

11.6 12.7 13.7 9.6

* Programs are those scheduled for broadcast during the period of Nov. 14-20. Excluded are."mo es" and "specials"

For each program, the numbl.'of respondents varied slightly. See Appendix.8 for Sample sizes.
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Table 58 \(cont'd)

r

0 .

Tuesday Programs:

Lotal!TV,news.

fO Tell the Truth.

Partridge Family'. .

The. opets'. .

Saalia Black Sheep:

Happy Days , .

LaVerne,t Shirley.

MASH

Police Woman

Rich Man, Poor Man II,

One Day at a Time.

Family

Police Story .

Switch

Wednesday Programs:

focal TV news. .

To Tell the Truth,'..'

Adam X12. ..... ,

Partridge Family

The Jeffeltons . .

Good TiMet

Hollywood Squares. .

Ball Four

All in the FAtily.

Alice'

The Blue".Knight.

The Quest

.1 Time

Icast .

"1 of my favo es"

Parents Children

"All right/so-so"
. 'I don't like it"

. Parents , Children

Iii-715in Boys._ ls 'Men Women Boys Girls Men, Women toys Girls,

Parents Children

54.0% 49,7% ,6.2t 3.0% 43.2% 48.2% 57.9% 53.8%1 1:8% 1.2% 29.2% 35.7%
.6-630

6-630 18.7 28.9 18.7 '15.7 57.1 57.2 63,4 65.0., 18.2 11.5 16:6 18.1

14:9' ?5.3 50.0 59.3' 57.9 19,.1 39.6 36.5 23,1 14.1 8.9 3.7

630 -7 10.2 18.4 26.0 22,1 19.0 22,5 18,5 17.3 , 6.7 , 4.5 11.7 8.6

7 -1 23.6. 8.9 49.3 10..1" 23.7 19.4 16.2' 14.0 6,1 8.6 .6.8 20.1

"7-730:: 38.4 52.8 .5 90.4 47.9 391 16.8 8,7 '7.4 5.7 1.3 0.7

730-8. 14;7 129.6 ,'56.2

,81

78.6 45.5 42.6 33.8 18.4 24.7 19.6 8.5 .2.2

2-830 28,4 24.6 S4.7 42.0 40.4 36.2 30.8 36.3 19.4 26.1 10.0 15.4

8. -9 18.1 18.8 21.6 31.2 49.6 45.1 46.8 45.2 21.0 26.6 24,9 17.5

.8 - 9 15.9 21.0 22:2 27.9 20.0 18.8 19.7 21.3 23.6 22.4 28.2 18.6

830-.9 7.8 13.8 33.0 52.5 22.4 24.0 28.9 19,6 16.9 18.3 16.0 7.5

9.- 10 11.7 29.5 25.2 53.5 21.5 21.6 24.2' '18.3 18.4 14.4 20.6 6.2

9- 10 20.3 12.5 21.5 13.9 46.7 44.3 41.6 39.5 6 14.5 20.9 21.0 22.8

9 - 10 11.8 14.7 36.7 19.1 37.5 34.0 35.7 ,'33,6 10,6 14.8 9.2 16.2

6-630 53.9 50.1 6.9 3.2 43.0 48.0 58. 53.5 1,7 1.1 27.6 35.0

6-630 19.1 29.5 19'.4 16.2 57.5 56.9, 63.1 65.8. 11.3 11,3 16:2 17.2

630-7 16.3 12.0 28.2 14.9 54.5 '50.2 44.1 43.8 19.5 23.4 20.6 29.3

630-7, 14.8 25.6 49.0 59.2 58.4 59.0 41.1 36,8 22.5, 13.8 9.0 3.8

630-7 .12.6 16.7 25.0 28.3 38.4 38.7 40.2 40,1 21.6 18.1 16.0 12.7

7-730 )8.0

'10.7

22.0 45.5 44.6 42.1 42.4 37.2. 40.1 15.3. 14.6 9.5 7.8

7-730 16.9 6.1 4.3 46,6 50.8 '36.1t, 38.0 276 22.8, 49.9 51.3

730-8 2.2 2.0 19.4 10.5. 10.0 7.4 14.6 14.0 10.7 .8.8' 101 9.0

8-830 29.6 26.9. 45.8 45.0 44.9 44.9 ,38.8 40,1 , 19.5 23.7 11.4 11.2

830-9 5.6 8.5' 17.7 30.4 16.6 :20.0 26.4 26.8 , 14.0 12.9 17.8 7.5

9 -10 13.4 9.3 20.0 5.9 38.4 , 29.6 26.8 21'.4 10.3 12.8 18.4 17.3

' 9 -,10 12.5 .11.7 26.3 19,3 23,4 18.9 19.8 17.5 ) 5.8 5.3 10.1 S.0

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.
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Thursday Programs:

Local TV news. . .

To Tell the Truth. .

.Adam 12

Partridge Family .

This Week: Looking In

Gemini Man

Welcame Back, Kotter.

Barney Miller. .

Hawaii Five-0

,Tony Randall Show. .

Nancy Walker Show. .

Bargaby Jones

Dick Van Dyke & Co.. ,

Streets San Francisco

Bast

6-630

. 6-630

630-7

'634-7

. ,630-7'

7 - 8,

. . 7-730

. . 730=8

8 - 9

8-830,

834.9

10

9 - 10

9 - 10

, Time

Table 58 (cont'd)

"1 of my favorites . , "All Tight/so-so"

Parents Children ,parents Children

Men Women 5571157 ,.Men /Women Boys Girls

53.9% 49.6% 7,6%

19.5 29.,0 18.4,

16.2 11.8 28.2

14.7 25.1 0.7

1.6 1.0 1.7

6.4 6.6 45.4

6.8 33.3 7i6.7

24.0 20.8 38.1

204 15.1 32.2

8.6 12.1 24.2

4.0 11.2 22.9

18.2 19.0 20.7

15.7 20.4 42.8

27.3 25.1 26.3'

Friday Programs:

Local TV news. . . . 6-530 54.3 50.2 6.9

6-630 19.4 28.9 19.1

630-7 16.4 12.1 27.8

630-7 ' 7.6' 14.3 6.8

630-7 15.0 25.2 49.6

.7 8 22.0 34.8 48.7

7 - 8 15.0 17.4 3.7

7-730 25.4, 19.8 48.1.

730-8 12.3 13.1 38.0

8r- 9 25:6 21.4 40.1

9 - 10 9.0 6.6 20.3

To TeWthe Truth.: .

Adam 12

Andy Williams

Partridge. Family .

Donnie & Marie

Lawrence Welk

Sanford &:Son,

Chico and the Man. .

Rockford Files . .

Serpico'

3.2% 43.4% 48.5% 56.9%
, 54.3%

160 57.9 57.5 64.8, 67.2,

'1 55.3 5* 44.2 44.4

59.5 58.5 59. 4018 36.2

0.6 5.4 6.1 6.2 .3.7

32.1 21.6 17.4 22.4 22.0

78,3 44.3 41.8 , 20.3 18.1

247.9 44.8 39.2 41,5 42.3

15.7 55.3 52.4 44.5 46.0

21.9 30.5 31.2 36.3 34.9

29.8 21'.3 16.1 33.7 32.9

13.5 56.1 53.9 44.2 43.2

35.7 31.7 33.7 25.1 28.6

' 19.3 ,49.9 52.6 45.3 47.9

3.7

16.6

14.2

7.6

59.2

64.7.

3.5

32.8

33.1

25.6

8:7

43.1 48.0 57.9 54.7

58.2 57.5 ',63.6 65.6

'55.0 50.4 45.3 45.3

37.3 34.4 19.0 19.0

58.1 59.2 41.1 36.0

47.1 45.3 34.1 26.4

41.4 44.6 14.2 16.9

50.3 49.0 39.2 47.5

48.1 46.6 42.9 47.1

51.0 49.1 42.3 46.6

30.9 24.9 23.6 17.0

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.

UJ

'1.8 1.1 27.5 33.4,

16.9 11.4 '1,6.1 16.9'

19.3 22.7 20.4 29.0

14.9 9.6 18.0 13.6 ,

22,9 14.1 ,8.7 4.2.

19.0 13.8 14.2 '8.2

32.9 33.6 58.0 55.9

18,9 25.8 10.1 15.6

25.0 27.9 14.2. 14.6

10.1 14.8 '11.5 17.6

-14,2, 16.1 11.6 19.4

14.2 '8.2

32.9 33.6 58.0 55.9

18,9 25.8 10.1 15.6

25.0 27.9 14.2. 14.6

10.1 14.8 '11.5 17.6

-14,2, 16.1 11.6 19.4

'1.8 1.1 27.5 33.4,

16.9 11.4 '1,6.1 16.9'

19.3 22.7 20.4 29.0

14.9 9.6 18.0 13.6 ,

22,9 14.1 ,8.7 4.2.

19.0 13.8 14.2 '8.2

32.9 33.6 58.0 55.9

18,9 25.8 10.1 15.6

25.0 27.9 14.2. 14.6

10.1 14.8 '11.5 17.6

-14,2, 16.1 11.6 19.4



Table 58'(cont'd)

'1 of m,0'avorites" riOt/soLsoq. 4 don't like it"

Time , Parents ' ,Children , Parents pildrerL Parents , , Children

SaturdayprogramS: B' cast Men *men Boys Girls Men', Women BOA. ,, Girls Men Women Boyd Girls

Local TV news

Hollywood Squares.

BbllY 630 -7

Hee Haw...... 630-730

Emergency ... . . 7 - 8

Holmes & Yoyo . . , , 7-730

Doc 730-8

Mr. T. & Tina 730-8

Mary Tylqr Moore Show, 8-83a

Sttsky & Hutch, . . 8 - 9

Bob Newhart Show . 830-9,

Carol Burnett Show . 9- 10

Most Wanted. . . , 9- 10

6-630

6-630

..mm.m"'".

53.9%

10.1

49.4%

17.4

6.3%,

5.2

3.4%

4.3

42,8%

,50:8 /

10.3,-) 9.9 5.6 9.1 19.4

27.1 18.9 ,15.0 10.7 '44.8

28.2 -37.1 47.2 43.7 53.1`

17.1 16.7 70.7 55.'6 33.9

3,9 , .5.4 13.5 13.4 19.8

6,1 5.4 , 37.8 40.8 25.2

16.2 22.6 ,20.2 31.6 32.6

33.9 36.5 09.8 '77.3 42.4

15.7 20.9 20.5 26.7 41.0

19.3 32.2 34.5 50.9 47.0

12.5 9.8 26,.4 17.7 21.1

48.3%

52.8

19.5

40.7

49.6

32.0

23.2

26.0

44.2

38.5

39,4

45,0

16,2

57770,1 54, 5 2.,09 1.2% 28.4% 34.5%

39.8 '26.6 22.4 48.8 50.8

13.3 '. 17.3,' ,11.0 16.8 33.5 31.a-

33.8 32.0 21.6 33.7 44.4 5.0.5

44.1 45,2 11.1 8,0 7.1 9.6

20.1 28.3 13.9. 14.9 3.8 6.2

30.4 34.1 10.5 10.7 19.3 14.7

44.3 33.2 22,0: 23.0 .15.1 11.9

41.4 47.2 22.8 22.0 26.2 14.8

15.1 15.6 15,9 16.0 2.9

40.1 43.5 20.9 21.1 23.1 17.4

37.5 34.4 23.5 16.5 18.3 10.4.

25.4 21.3 7.4 6.6 11.0 8.8

See footnotes at the bottom of the fiqt page of the table.
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Variations attributable to variables other.than'sex

In seven successive four-page tables, analyses will be provided of the
effects of several variables other than sexupon parents' and children's
attitudes toward each specilfic evening program, The variables-:are the. -

grade level of the student, race, placd of reSidence (degree of urbanization),
age of the patents, and the.formal schooling of the parents. It would'be
difficult and tedious to provide detailed analyses in narrative form. Only
"highlights" and salient generalizations, as may be warranted by the da,ta,

__will be summarized in the following d4cussion. The serious readero_of course,
may wish to examine each of the tables at length and in depth, especiallyi
with respect to the attitudes toward each individual program.

194

Effects of the grade level of the student., The grade level of the student
,appeared to be an important variable. Table 59 reveals that in general,the
attitudes of children in the seventh through the ninth grades and their
parents were less. favorable than those of their counterparts in the lower
grades. For seventy-one of the eighty-six program listings,' the percentage
of parents of junior high school children reporting each as a favorite was
ligwer than that of parents of grade schoolers, although the differencesdre
riot always great. Similarly, only six programs were reported as favorites by
a higher perentage of juniorliigh school students.

One might speculate on the reason for the Jess favorable attitudes
manifested by junior high school students and their parents. One possibility
is that there may be some sort of interaction between child and parent which
influenCeS the attitudes of both. In the case of the children, a more
Plausible explanation is that the junior high school students are more mature
than their grade school counterparts and-,therefore, more closely approximate
th attitudes of.adults. In that sense, age and maturation might be mote
responsible for the differences among children than the level of the children's .s4\
schooling.

Effects of the race of the respondents. Table 60 compares parents' and'
children's attitudes according to their rice, White or Black. The samples
of the other'races included in'the survey Were'too small for reliable
estimates.

On balance, Black parents and children appear more favorably oriented
than their-White counterparts to the listed programs. In seventy-five

)program listings, the percentages of Black arents reporting each as a,
favorite exceed that of White parents. Similarly, in seventy-six program
listings,the percentages of Black children reporting each as a favorite
exceed that of White children.'

. /

Earlier, in Chapter V,.it was noted that the differences between the
children of thetwo races were especially great with respeCt to programs
featuring Black actors and performers. Table 60 reveals the same dif-
ferences between'the parents of the two races. For five programs, the

.,
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) Table 59

'OMPARISON OF pRENTS',AN CHIDREN'S ATTITUDES TOWARD TELEVISION

PROGRAM'S IN THUVENINGS, 6:00-10:00 PA*

a By GrOclevel ofiebildren

t

Sunday Programs:

Bill. Cosby 'Show. '. ..-.

66 Minutes . . . . . .

World of Disney

Si g Million Dollar Man .

Sonny & Cher Show

Sybil (The Big Event). .

Kojak

Delvecchio'

Monday Programs:

local' TV News

To Tell the Truth

Adgi 12 ' ic'

Partridge Family'

Wilt Kingdom

Captain & Tennille . .

little House on Prairie.

Rhoda

Phyllis

Maude...... . .

MondaytINiie Football

All's Fair

Executive Suite

4th through the 6th grades

"A Favorite" "All Right" "Don't like"

Time Ig:7157: ,Par- .Chil- Par-. CHI-
.

Wcast ents .dren ents dren ants dren

6 - 7

6 - 7

6.-',7.,

,7 , 8

7 -I.

7 - 10

,8 - 9

9 - 10

17.7% 4.8% 39.6% 29.7% 18.8%

34.2 1,7 38.0 11.2' 7.1

58.9 44.9. 138.4 51.6 1.0

24.4 64.8 56:8 30.3 16.0

7.2 22.3 38.9 41.4 49.1

13.5 22.4 14.6 17.7 13.5

207 16.3 46.7 39.2 25.6

if.8 9.9 24.2 17.3 '14.7

6-630 491:7 5.5 47.6 47.0 1.8

6-630 24.9 °22.0 58.9 63.2 13.5

630-7 15.3 25.2 52.7 41.1 21.7

0630-7 23.8 67.3 56.6' 28.2 17.3

630 -1 '44.3 29.2 44.5 36.4 5.5

7 - 8 23.9 76.1 43.3 17.0 16.4

7 - 8 44.7 46.4 38.7 36.4 7.8

7-730 10.1 25.0 36.9 40.9 36.0

730-8 6.9 19.0 29.9 39.2 34.2

8 - 830 12.2 25.6 32.8 38.6 44.1

8 - 11 36.9 39.8 27.7 20.8 26.7

830-9 4.3 21.3 -13.8 19.1 13.7

9 - 10 5.0 5.5 13.6 8.9 12.3

5.4%

46.8

1.8 ,

4.2

29.2

14.3

36.7

15.3

36.0

1

21

3.7

13.1

22.4

25.9

24.7

32.4

11.3

12.1

7th through the ith grades

"AI Favorite" "All Right" "Don't Like"

Par- 'chil- Par,,, Chil- 517rigr:
nts dren ents dren, ents dren

116% 33.0% 37.5% 31.5%` 23.9% 7:7%

36.8 4.1 37.1 18.2 ,6.6 41.3

0.5 21.2 45.2 73.0 1.1 4.1

19.3 43.5 55.5 48.4 20.4 7.7

6.4 8,9 36.9 46.4 50.8 36.5

10.7 29.6 13.0, 18.7 15.5 0'9,6

19.4. 8.6 45.1 43.9 26.9 38.4

6.5 6.3 22.0 20.6 14.2 15.8

53.8 4.8 4 8 62.1 1.5 29.1

24.4 8.8 5,7 69.7 14,8 20.3

14.1 13.5 50.2 49.2 5 26.2

18.0 43.7 57.6 46.5 1.4 9.4

43.6 12..6 4.4 42.9 32:6

19.7 59.0 39.8 30.8 1 2 ,6.9

39.8 29.7 39.3 44.1 8.3 19.1

8.0 23.6 37.7 47.1 34.2 20.2

5.5 17.4 29.7 A0'26 34.0 28.6

9.4 19.5 31.0 42.1 44.5. 31.8

38:7 36.8 26.8 24.8 25.4 29.6

3.3 19.3 11.2 21.7 11.9 11.5

3.,5 6.8 10.5 13.4 4.2 11.2

* Programs are those scheduled for broadcast during the period of Nov. 14-20. 'Excludeci,are "movies" and "specials." For

each program, the number of respondents varied slightly. See Appendix 8 for sample sins.
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, Table 59 (eontld),

Tuesday. Programs:

./
Local TV news

IliTo.Tell the Tt'uth; .

Adam 12

Partridge Family

The 'Mufiets...4:

Bad Baa Black sheep, .

Happy Days . .

Laverne & Shirley

MASH

Police Woman

Rich Mali, Poor Man 11.

One 'Day at a Time.

Family

Pol ice Story. ..,
Switch . . . ...
Wednesday Programs:,.

L2cal TV news. . . . .

To Tell the Truth. .

Adam 12. . . ....
Partridge Family . .

The Jeffersons .

Good Times . .....
Hollywood SquaresT:),

Ball Four

All in the Family.
Al ice

The Blue Knight

The Quest. .

4th through the 6th grades

"A Favorite" ."All Right" "Don't Like"
Time Par= Chil-a Par- Chi',

Bicast.' bits. dren 'ants dren e.nts. dren

6-630 49.1% 51% >,4.1.4%

630-7 15.1 25.0 54.14

630-7 23,3 66.1 58.4

630-7 ;16,5 30.8 22,.1

7 - 8 15,4 V.2 22.1

7-73d 50.8 89.7 40.8

730-8 26.9 74.8 _43.3

6-630 24.6. 2t 58:3

8-830

'8 - '9

8 -,9
830:9

- 10'

,9 - 10

-10'

6-630

6-630

630-7

630-7

30-7

-730

7-730

730-8

8.830

26.7 45.1 38.1

20 31.2 47.4
21.1 26;0, 19.0 ;

12.0 42.0 23.2

24.5 37.8 21.1

18.2 21.7* 46.0
17..9 26.6 36.1

49:2

24.7

14.8

23.6

'17.7

23.7

15.2

2.8

30.4

830-9 B.6

9 - 10. 12.7

9 -10 ) 14.6

6.2 48,1

25,0 58.7

26.9 53.6

64.7 58.5

31.3 38.1

52.1 41.7,

7.4 45.0

16.1 '9.2
9.9 43.0,

28.4 19.4

15.4 , 35.3

25.0 :22.3.

049.0 .,%
60.0 14.3 14.7

41.6 21.0 24.6

29.3 1610 3.6

8..9 4.9 8.9

14.5 7.6, 16.6

8'.7 5.5 1.24.

20.2 '20.9

35.0 23.7 13.6

41.5 23.5. , 2(1.4

183 22.4 26.5

22.6. 1,7:11 11.7

19.3 15.8 15.1

17.7 22.3

31,9 13.4 13.8

49.1 1.7 34.1

60,1 13.8 14.0

39.9 21.5 24.0

31.0 15.7 3.6

37.0 19.0 12.9

33.1 14.4 7,5

36.1 25.4 49.1

12.4 10.3 9.11

35,7 21.8 9.6

23.9 13.7 13.4

20.2 11.2 18.4

15.6 5.0 1,0.4

See fOotnortes at'the bottom of the .first page of the table.

7th through the 9th, grades'

Favorite" "All Righto- "Dork Like"
Chil- Par- Chil--.4.Par-' Chit-

eats dren ents dren ents dren

53,6% a 3.4% 44'.11 62.9% 1.4% 29./4

243 9.9 656.0 68:8 , 14.9 20:11
13. 14.3 50.9 48.8 20.5' 27..1

18.5 42.6 58.4 47.4 20.2 9.2

13,1 16.5. ,19.5,,,9 "0 6.3 11.4
-.15.7 26.3 20.8 15.7 7.3 10.9

42.4 82.3 :45.1 16.7 "' 7.3 0.9.
'20.1 60.0 43.9 32.0 22.5 7.1
26.9 51.4 37.5 32.1 j22.2 11.9

,17.9 21.6 46.2 50.8 24.5 21.7

17.2 24;34 20.1 , 22.4 22.9 19.6,
11.4 44',3, , 23.3 .25.6 18.0 11.5

19.7 42'.,V 21.8 23.1 1'6.1 11.0
14.8 13.4 44.2' 47.3 18.3 21.5
14.7 28.5 35.1 37.6 12.4 11.9

53.8 / 3.6
25.0 9.8

1P7 15.4

18.4 42.9'

13.6 21.6

18.3 37.2

123 '2.8

1.7 13.2'

27.3 40.5'

6.8' 19.9

10.4 93
10.0 20.3

43.6 63.0

55.6 69.5

514:4 48,2

58.5 47.4

,39.0., 43.6

42.5. ( 44..8

9..1 38.1

ti..5 16.4.

46.3 .43.6

1.2 '28.7

14.4 19.6

21.6 26.3

19.7' 9.3

'194 16.0

,15.1 9.9

24.9 52.2

9.4 9.3

21.0 333
18.2 29.6 . 13.0 11.4

31-4 28.2 ,11.9 17.3

15.6 21.9 6.1 . 7.8

'4

Q.
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. Table 59 (cont'd)

A

Ihursday Programs:,

Local TV news

To Tell the Truth.

Adam 12

Partridge Family . .

his Week: Lookingjn. .

mini Man .. . . ,

"Welcome Back, Kot,ter .

Barney Mille--

Hawaii Five-0.,

Tony Randall Show., . .

fancy Walker Show.

Barnaby Jones

Dick Van Dyke & Co,.

Streets San Francisco

Friday Programs:

Local TV news

To Tell' the Truth. .

Adam 12. . . . .

Andy Williams. t,

Partridge Family . .

Donnie & Mdrie . .

Lawrence Welk

Sanford and Son

. Chico and the.Man.

Rockford. Files

Serpico

4th through the 6th grades

1FAIIIIitte "All Right" "Don't Like"

Time Par- Chil-, Par- Oil; Par- Chil-

ll'cast entS dren' "ents dren ents dren

6:630

6-630

630-7

630-7

630-7

7 - 8-9

7-73Q

730-8

8 - 9

8-830

830-9

9 - 10

9= 10

9 :10

6-630

6430

630-7

630-7

7, - 8

;J'-7380

730-8

8 - 9

9 -.10

49.2% 6.7%

25.1 24.3

1 8 .27.0

3 3 65,6

1.6 2.1'

8.4 44.1

33.2 79.6

22.1 32.1

17t8 27.8.

11.1- 28.9

8.9. , 32.7

19'.1.19.9

17.9 45.4

27.4 26.1

49.8 6.6

24.8 25.3

15.1 26.5,

11.0 10.2

23.5 65.3

31.6 70.4

14.6 5.6.

24.7, 47.4

14.6 41.8

25:3 34.6

9.1 14.5

48.01

, 59,2

, 54.34

58,5

7.1

22.6

41.8

42.8

52.8

32.1

25.2

55.3

34.4

51.7

47.5

59.3

53;9

34.9

58.7

46.7

39.1

48.5

48.9

50.2

28.8

41.9%

'61.9

39.6

30.1,

5.6

18.2'

16.2

41.1

41.6

33.8

31.4

39.6

23.8,,

43.6

49,1

59.9

41.0

18.9

30.5

21.4

19.0

38.0

40.2

''40.1

16.5

7th through the 9th grades

"A Favorite" "All Right" "Don't Like"

Par- Chil- Par- . Chil- Par- Chil-

ents dren ents dren ents dren

1.9%

13.2

20.9

16.2

1.9

t1.0

, 19.1

21.6

23.1

16.3

18'.9

15.9

13.7

13.3

1.8

13A

21.0

, 12.1\

15,E

14..6

35.9

21.9

25.2

12.3

15.2

35.0%

12.9

24.4

3.5

12,8

5.0

2.6

18.9

24.2

14.7

24.0

8.6

22.9

32.9

13.9

23.9

.13.8

3.9

6.8

46.3

11.1

.12.9

15.6

12.1

53.,3%

24:3

13.5

18,3.

1.1

5.5

28.8

22.8

17.2

10.4

7.6

18.5

19.4

25.4

53.5

24.4

13.6

11.9

18.5

26.7.

18.0

21.5

12.3

21..8

6.9

3,8%

9.3

14.3

43.0

0.1

32.4

75.1

30.1

19.0

1'6.6

19.8

13.6 ,

32,2

19,0

3.8

9.6

14.6

4.1

42.8

42.3

1.4

32,3

28.5

30.3

14.0.

44,3%, 63.6%

56.3 70.7

51.2 49.5

58.7 47.6

4.9 4.3

17.5 , 26.6

43.9 22.4

40.8 42.9

52.8 49.4,

30.0' 37.6

23,3 35.4

54.3 48.0

3 9 30.6

5.2 50.9

44.0 t3.8

56.4 70.0

51.3 50.1

35.9 18.2

58.0 47.1

44.9 39.4

41.4 12.0

501 49.8

45.5 50.6

49.5 49.4

26.3 24.4

1.5% 28.4%

14.7 19.1

21.4 26.4

19.8 9.0

2.4 12.1

10.5 3.6

,19.3 1.2

18.9 19.4

22.4 24.7

16.7 17.1

19.9 18.1

15.9 28.5

14.4 9.8

14.3 23.7

1.3

14.3

21.2

12.4

-20.2

18.0

31.5

22.4

27.2

13.0

15.1

28.2

]9,2

25.8

17.7

9.5

16.0

68.3

14.9,

15.9

13.6

9%8

'See footnotes at ,the bottom of the .first page of the table.
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Table 59 (cont'd)

Time

4th through the 6th grades 7th through the 9th grades

"A Favorite" "All Right" "kn't Like" "A Favorite" "All Right", "Don't Like"

Par- Chil- Par- Chil- P.01- 'Chil- Par- CO- Par- Chil- Par- Chil

Saturday Programs: B'cast ents dren ents dren .ents dren ents .dren ents dren ents dren

local TV news 6.630 49.2% 5.9% 47.7% 49.1% 2.0t 34.4% 53.1% 3.5% 44.1 63.3% 1.5% 28.7%

Hollywood Squares. . . 6.630 ,14.9 6.4 52.8 38.3 24.3 34.8 13.0 3.0 51.2 40.9` 24.6 51.0

Dolly 630.7 11.1 11.4, 20.5 17.7 14.6 27.2 9.6 3.4 8.5 12.8 14.5 '37.6

Hee Haw 630-730 23.0 19.3 43.8 35.9 27.3 38.4 22.8 5.8 40.8 29.7 29.1 57.4

Nerency 7 - 8 36.1 51.9 51.1 39.4 8.6 6.9 30.8 38.3 51.3 50.6 10.1 9.9,

Holmes & Yoyo 7-730 20.6 71.8 34.6 17.6 13.9 4.3 13.9 52.9 30.9 3ii 15.2 6.0

Doc 730.8 5.5 17.8 22.2 30.3 10.4 15.8 4,4 8.8 21.7 34.5 11.2 18.2

Mr. T. & Tina. . 730-8 7.3 49.7 27.3 29.2 23.0 9.5 5.1 28.2 24.1 38.6 22.1 17.8

Mary Tyler Moore Show. . 8-830 19.6 29.7 '43.7 39.4 22.9 20.2 20.1 22.2 43.5 50.0 21.4 20.3

Starsky & Hutch 8 - 9 39.3 79.7 38.9 12.4 15.1 4)2 32.9 77.2 40.6 18.6 16.4 2.1

Bob Newhart Show . 830-9 18.2 25.4 40.9 37.9 21.1 19.4 18.9 21.7 39.0 46.5 21.3 20.8

Carol Burnett Show . 9 - 10 27.5 46.8 44'3 31.3 19.5 13.9 25.8 '39.1 46.1 ,44.7 20.1 14.5

Most Wanted 9 -10 13.2 22.2 19.7 21.4 6.6 13.5 9.6 21.5 17.6 25.1 7.2 6.1

Sec footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.
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Table 60

ANDCOMPARISON OF PARENTS.' AND CHILDREN'S ATTITUDES TOWARD TELEVISION

PROGRAMS IN THE EVENINGS, 6:00-10:00 P.M.*

- By

(

Race of Parents and Children -

Sun4ay Programs:

lill Cosby. Show

60 Minutes ,,,, .

World of Disney

Six Million Dollar Man

Sonny & Cher Show,

Sybil (TheAig Event). ,

Kojak

Delvecchio

Monday Programs:

Local TV news

'To Tell. the Truth.

Adam 12..... .

'Partridge Family . .

Wild Kingdom

Captain & Tennille .

Little House on prairie.

Rhoda '

Phyllis. . . .

Ma de. , .. .

day, Nite.Foothall

M1'4, Fair '.).
Exc4tiye'i,5Rite. .

j'; 0, an

"1 of my favorites"

White Black

Time Par- Chil- Par- Chil-

B'cast .ents dren ents dren

"All right/so-so" "I don't like it"

White Black White Black

Par- 'Chil- Par- Chil- Par-, Chil- Par- 'Chil-

ents dren ents dren ents dren ents dren

6 - 7 13.0% 38.6% 50.5% 81.1% ,38.8% 34.5% 36.6% 15.4%

6 - 7 36.0 2.7 '30.3 1.71 38.3 14.6 35.4 15.5

6 - 7 55.7 32.5 46.7 41.7 41.1 62.7 47.5 54.3

7 - 8 #.6 52.3 46.0 79.3 57.3 41.2 39.9 17.9

7 - 8 6.1 14.9 13.0 ,22.0 37.4 43.7 46.0 41.7

7 - 10 , 11.2 25,0 24.9 36.5 13.0 17.6 20.9 20.0

8 - 9 18.1 11.1 44.8 27.4 46.3 41.9 38.6 41.7

9 10 6.2 7.2 21.1 -17.1 23.3 18.9 19.6 17.7

6-630 51.2 4.1 63.2 8.6 46.7 54.6. 33.2 51;7

6.630 . 23.8 15.1 35.5 21.5. 58.4 67,.2 48.7 61.6'

630-7 13.2 18.4 ,28.7 '30.9 52:4 45.4 .47.2 .40.0

630-7 '20.2 55.4 .31.3 57.1 58.0 37,5 '47.1 36.0

630-7 43.8 20.4, 46.4 27.1 44.2 40.1 34.9 31.8

7 - 8 20,9 67.1 29.3 74.0 42.1 24.2 38.6 20.8

7'- 8 43.4 38.4 36.7 34.3 '38.4 40.4 39.6 38.9

7-730. 8.4 23.8 18.8 28.4 .37.3 44.3 39.7 40.8,
730-8 5.5 17.2 15.6 30.0 29.6 40.8 35.9 35,9

8-830 9.6 . 21.5 .25.7 36.1 39.9 40.6 40.2 40.2

37 9 37.7 41.9 47.1 23.2 26.0 161.8

19.8 11,6 20.1 21,5 23.8

9;-;161 '3./ 5.0.; 14.1i 163 .10.9 10.6 23.5 14.5

22,2%

6.4

1.0

19.0

51.1

14.8

27.7

14.4

1.4'

14.0

21.8

19.4 .

5.2

17,8

8.0

35.5

34.3

46.4

26.1

12.7

12.1

6.7%

44.2

3.1

6.1

33.5

12.1

38.1,

15.6

33.4,

16.9

25.6

6.6

27.4

5.2

15.6

22.0

.27.1

29.3

31.0

11.4

11.6

2.2% 2.3%

8.0 46.6

1.8 1.1

11;6 2.2

36.2 32.9

8.4 11.2

11.2 27,4

9.8 '17.7'

2.1 24.1

12.5 15.3

14.2 22.3

16.2 6.3

10.4 21.8

16.4 4.0

7.9 20.6,

25.3 17.2

25.4 21.8

21.7 14.8

24.9 31.0

12.4 10.7

10.8 11.0

* Programs arelh* sc.11 period of Nov. 14-20. Excluded_kre "movies" and "specials."

. For each proalw, the:n r, :0p4dentharied slightly. See Appendix B for sample sizes.
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Table 6d (cont'd)

Tuesday Programs:

Local TV news. . .

To, Tell the Truth. .

Adam 12

Partridge Family . .

The Muppets. , ...

Baa Baa Black Sheep. .

HappyiDays

Laverne & Shirley. . .

MASH

Police Woman

Rich Man, Poor Man II.

6-630

6-630

630-7

630-7,

630-7

7 8

7-730

730-8

$-830

8 - 9

8 9

Time

B'cast

4e Day at a Time. . .

Family ..... . . .

Police Story

,Siitch . ! .

Wednesday Programs:

"1( of my favorites"

White Black

,Par- Chil- Par-

ents dren ents

51.0% 4.1% 60.1%

23.6 16.6 35.7

13.1 28.2 26.6

20.1 54.2 32.5

14:8 23.5 14,7

15.4 29.5 15.5

46.0 85.7 50.4

22.1 67.0 30,7

27.0 50.3 19.9

17.3 24.9 37.8

17.5 22.4 44.4

830-9 '11.1 43. 12.6:

9 - 10 20.5 37.9 46.4

9 10 14.7 15.5 35.0

'9 - 10 15.4 27.7 22.6

Local TV news 6-630

:folTell the Truth. . . 6-630

ydm 12..... . . 630.7

Partridge ;Family . . .1. 630-7

The Jeffersons . . . . ,630-7

,Good Times '7-730

Hollywood Squares, . . 7-730'

Ball Four 730-8

All in the Family. . . . 8-830

Alice 830-9

':The Blue Knight 9 -, 10

The Quist , 9 - 10

51.1

24.0

12.9

20,1

11.6

16.8

13.6

1,9

28.0

7.1

10.4

12.1

4.5' 62.2

17.1 36.1

19.7 26.1

53.4 33.1

22.31 68.3

40,7 75.2

4.9 20.9

14.3 7.2

45.0 ,4043

23.4 12,,6

11.7 ,21.2

22.6 12.3

rtght/so7so"

White Black

'I don't like it'

White Black

9.4%

23.8

.18.4

56.2

29.2

.24,6

91.3.

72.2

24.4

41.0

59.2

31.4,

66.5

39.4

25.1

Chil- Par- Chil- Par- Chil-

dren ents dren ents dren

9.8

25.0

30.8

59.3

83.1

92.4.

6.5

14.2'

48.8

31.5

21.3

20.8

46.8%

58.2

53.4

59.3

20.8

21.5

43.3

44.3

38.5

47.3

19.3

23.3

21.1

45.7

36.1

46.8

58.4

52.9

59.6

39.9

43.6

49.7

8.6

45.0

18.3

33.70

21.3

56.2% 36.7%

65.1 45.0

45.2 49.6

38.5 47.3

18.3 20.1

14.8 19.5

13.2' 40.3

26.7 40.4

33.3 36.1

46.7 40.6

20.6 16.8

24.3 21.6

21.3 22.7

40.2 40.8

34.8 31.9

56.7.

65.4

43.8

39.7

42,2

41-.5

38.3

'14.3

40.0

27.5

24.3

18.8

50.0%

58.3

40.8

38.5

15.8

18.7

7 0

3

35.7

39.9

16.0

27:3

15.3

37.6

34.7

34.2 49.1

46.0 57.6

48.9 .4%43.8

46.5 36.0

24.6 9.9

17.6 4.7

41.5 30.2

11.8 16.0

42.4 33.3

20.9 21.4

33.8 21.9

15.9 16.7

Par- Chil-

ents dren

1.4% 32.8% 2.2% 28.8%

14.2 17.1 15.7 16.1

21.2 26.5 14.7 24.1

18.1 6.5 14.5 4.1

5.2 9.8 7.9 11.7

7.5 13.2 6.9 21.1

6,5 0.9 5.8
,
1.7

22.3 5.4 17.3 3.0

22.9 11.6 22.7 28.6

24.9 21.7 15.1 15.0

23.5 23.5 10.0 15.4

17.9 11.6 11.9 11.0

16.3 13.6 6.8 7.1

18.6 22.7 9.4 17.1

13.2 12.4 10.8 15.6

1.2 31 2.2

13.8 16. 14.4

21.9 25.9 15.2

17.7 6.4 15.3(.

20.6 15.5 3.2

4.0 , 9,5 (15.8

26.4 50.2 25.1

9.4 9.3 11.8

21.9 11.7 12.6

13.3 12.1 10.1

11.7 17.6 10.8

5.2 8.4 9.1

Par- Chil-

ents dren

28.9

15.7

21.9

4.1

1.7.

1.7

53.3

15.4

11.9

15.5

.20.7

17.3

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of ihe table.
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Table 60 (cont'd)

Thursday Programs:

:Time

'B'cast

Local TV news 6-630

To Tell the Truth.: 6-630

Adam 12 630-7

Partridge Family'. '1630-7

This Week: Looking In. 630-7

Gemini Man 7 - 8

Welcome Back, Kotter 7.730')

Barney Miller: . . 7304

Hawaii Five-0. 8 - 9

Tony Randall Show, ,',., 8-830

Nancy Walker Show.. . 830-9

Barnaby Jones 9 - 10

Dick Van Dyke &'Co.. . 9 - 10

Streets San Francisco, 9 10

Friday Programs:

Local TV news 6-630

To Tell 'the Truth. . 6-630

Adam 12. . . . . 630-7

Andy Williams 630-7

Partridge Family . 630-7

Donnie & Marie , 7 - 8

Lawrence Welk 7 - 8 '

,,Sanford and Son. . . , 7-730

'Chico and the Man. . . 730-8

Rockford Files . . . 8 - 9

Serpico. . 9 - 10

"1 of my favorites"

White Black

Par- Chil- Par- CO-
ents dren ents dren

50.8% 4.8%

23.7 16.4

12.7 19.4

19.9 54.0

1.2 0.8

5.3, 36.4

28.9 76.3

'21.5 29.7

16.0 21.9

10.2 22.0

7,5 25.1

17.5 15.5

18.3 38.8

24.3 20.4

A

51'.1 4.7

2.7 17.1

12.9 19.1

11.5 6.7

20.0 53.9

29.5 56.9

17.1 3.1

19.0 35.5

11.1 32.6

22.7 32.0

7.3 13.4

60.9%

36.7

26.4

30.9

4.4

23.6

55.2.

31.8

33.8

14.8

15.9

34.9

20.4

52.0

62:1

37.3

26.7

9.5

31,9

22.0

6.5

V.9 ,

34.7

17.1

"All right/so-so" "I don't like it

Ahite Black White Blatk

Par- Chi - Pal77TR Par- Chi];

en8 dren ents, dren ents dren ents dren

9.9% 47.0% 56.2% 34.8t. 47.7% 1.3% 31.8% 2.9% 31.4%

26.0 59.0 66.8 46.8 59.3 13.7 16.0 12.9 13.6

30.8 53.7 44.8 51.1 37.8 21.6 29.7 12.7 26.2

57.5. 59.9 39.2 47.1 36.2 17.8 6.2 16.5 5,2

4.0 5.2 4.4 15,3 8.6 1.9 11.9 5.1 14.9

61.8 19.8 22.9 21.9 15.0 10.9 4.2 8.0

90.1 43.8 20.3 33.6 8,1 20.0 2.2 6.9 1.7

43.9 41.5 42.9 44.4 31.2 20.1 19.3 16.6 20.8

39.4 54.0 46.3 47.8 35,46 23.6 24.9' 12.9 18.9

30.1 30.7 35.6 33.9 ',37.6 16.0 15.5 20.2 18.5

40.0 23.8 33.8 27.4 28.2 18.7 16.3 18'.4 .20.0

31.i 55.8 44.8 43.3 35.7 16.1 20.3 14.2 22.0

36.3 32.7 26.9 28.7 27.4 13.8 9.0 18.5 12.0

44.8 52.0 48.2 36.6 39.1 14.3 24.3 7.9 12.1

10.5 46.8 33.6 48.0 1.3 30.7 2.1 29.2

26.9 (18.8 65.6 47.5 5815 13.7 16.4 12.0 14.0'

31.4 53.6 45.9 49.8 3.0 21.5 25.1 12.8 26.7

10.0 ' 35.9 18.6 34.5 24.7 11.7 15.4 16.4 17.6

1 56,6 59.7 39.0 46.6 39.3 17,.9 6.5 16.1 3.5

50.3 16.0. .3078 41.9 29.8 q.5.5 10.8 25.6; ,15)

7.0 41:5 15.6 25.8 14:0 32.3 58:5 51,3 , 40.4,

51'.7 47.0 21(.1 7.5 23.6 14.0 3.2 , 2.3

58.4 47.1 .47.3 45.3 27.2 27.7 14.7 10.1 12.7

'38.0 50.4 45.8 42..6 32.7 lt.8 11.6 17.5

22.2 27.8 20.7 26.7 11.0 15.4 10.3 7,9' 14.0

'

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page 'of the table.
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Table '60 (cont'd)

Saturday Programs:'

local TV news

Hollywood Squares. . .'

Dolly

Nee `Haw

Emergency .. . . , .

Holmes & Yoyo

Doc

Mr. T. & Tina

Mary Tyler Moore Show.

Starsky & Hutch; . .

Bob Newhart Show ., .

Carol Burnett Show . .

Most Wanted

"1 env favorites" "All right /so -so" don't like it"------

White Black White [-clack White 614
Time Par- Chil- Par- Chil- Par- Chil- Par- Chil- Par- Par- Chil-

B'cast ents dren ents dren ents dren ents dren lents dren ents dren

6-630 50.6% 4.3% 60.9% 8.8 46.8% 56.8% 34.5% 49.4%

6-630 13.6 4.6 _22.5 4:7 52.8 40.4 41.1 34.1

630-7 10.4 7.0 6.2 7.7 19.2 15.2 18.3 18.3

630-730 23.1 12.4 14.5 14;0 43.1 34.1 32,1 15.9

. 7 - 8_ 32.2 43.7 44.8 55.9 52.2' 46.3 44.4 32.9

7 -730. 15.8 61.2 29.7 73.3 32.8 25.3 33.6 21.5

73Q -8 4.4 12.5 11.8 20.8 21.4 32.7 24.3 29.2

73 8 , 4.5 (37.3 24.8, 52.6 25.1 34.6 29.1 28.1

8-830 19,7 25.8 22.0 Z9.2 44.0 45.1 40.4 36.3

8 - 9 34.1 77.4 6d.2 91.8 40.7 16.1 29.4 5.3

830-9 18.9 23.7 17.2 22.7 40.2 43.8 33.7 2,5.6

9 - 10 25.8 43.1 38.4 46.2 41.3 .36.7 35.8 25.7

9 - 10 10.0 '19.7 26.3 36,8 18.0 22.5 23.7 30.4

l5% 31.7% 2.5% 29.4%

24:0 49.4 24.7 52.9

14.0 31.7, 17.9 36.7

27'.5 47.2 40.7. 3.8

9.5 8.4 6.1 9.4

14.4 5.2 12.5 3,5

10.8 16.7 7.7 21.4

23.2 13.8 12.6 12.9

21.9 20.3 23.1 21.1

16.4 3.3 6.5 2.3

21.1 :19.7 23.1 25.0

20.0 13.8 16.1 19.3

6.8 9.5 5.1 15.8

See footnotes at the bottom of the'first page of the table.
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/
percentage of Black parients*reporting each-as a favorite greatly exceeded
that of White parents. This occurred in the cases- of.the "Bill Cosby
Show" (Sunday, 6:00 P.M.),"The Jeffersons" (Wednesday, 6:30 P.M.),
"Good Times" (Wednesday, 7:00 P.M.), "Sanford and Son" (Friday, 7:00
P.M.), and "Chico and the Man (Friday, 7:30 PA).

,

Effects of the place of residence. As Table 61 reveals, the urban/
rural place of residence of the respondents did not seem to.be an im-
portant variable. Occasionally, th&e appeared to be slight,trends
according to the "degree of urbanization," but the differences were not
great and seldom were statistically si6nific nt.

203

Effects of the age of.the parents. In .Tables 62'and 63, analyses
are made of the effects -of the.age of the fathers and'mothers, respectively,
.upon attitudes of both parents and Children. While numeroufeffects of
age were-apparent in the attitudes of the parents themselves, there was no
consistent evidence that age of the parents affected the.atOtudes of their
children.

'Effects of the 'age of fathers. As Table 62 indicates, there were
a number of trends reflecting the effects of the age of the father. The
younger the father, the more popular with him we' e "Captain and Tennille,"
"Happy Days," "Rich Man, Poor Man II," "Family," The Quest,: "Welcome
Back, Kotter." A similar trend in children's attitudes was noted only
in the case of "Captain and Tennille"--that is, the younger the fathers,
the more popular that program was with their children. While no trends
were inVolved, "Rich Man, Poor Man II" and "Welcome Back, kotter" were
more popular with children whose fathers were under'fifty years 'of age.

The older the fathers, the.more popular.(with the fathers) were
"Local TV News," "To Tell the Truth'," "Lawrence Welk," "Chico and the
Man," and "Wild Kingdom..." No such trends occurred in the percentages
'of tie children who reported those programs as favorites.

Five programs were more popular among fathers under thirty-five
years of age: "Laverne and Shirley,'! "Pol)ice Story, " "Emergency," "Most
Wanted," and "Starsky and Hutch." In these instances there was a
correspondence with children's attitudes, i.e., cWdren whose fathers
were under thirty-five years of age also found them to be more popular
than did childr)em whose fathers were older.°

° More popular with the older fathers - -those who we fifty or more
yeaiss of age--were the following programs: "Partridge Family," "Little
House on the Prairie"The Muppet'W "The Jeffersons," "Hollywood
Squares," "Barnaby Jones," "Streets of San Francisco," "Sanford and Son, ",
"Mary Tyler Moore Show," "Bob Newhart Show," and "Carol Burnett." However,
attitudes of the children did not parallel those of their fathers.

There was a correspondence between the older fathers and their
chAldren in percentages reporting "Monday Nite Football" as a favorite.
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Table 61

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S ATTITUDES TOWARD TELEVISION

PROGRAMS IN THE EVENINGS, 6:00-10:00 P.M.*

By Place of Residence

4

"I of my, favorites"

Wi;hita Town Country/Farm

Time Par-a Chil- Par- Chil- Par- Chil-

Sunday Programs: 'B'cast ents ,dren ents dren ents dren

Bill. Cosby Show

60. Minutes /

World of Disney.

Six MilgpseTollar Man .

Sonny Cher Show. ,

Sybil (The Big Event). .

Kojak

Delvecchio

Monday Programs:

6 - 7' 17.2% \440%

6 - 7 36,7 3:1

6 - 7 52.3 32.0

7 - 8 23.6 55.9

7 - 8 7.9 17.1

7 - 10 13.8 27.2

8 - '9 22.0 13.2

9 T O , 8 1 9.5

Local TVnews 6-630 ..51.4 5.0

To Tell. the Truth :61630 24.4 16.5

Adam 1 2 . , . . 630-7 /' 15.4 21.5

Partridge Family 630-7' 20.9 56.0

Wild Kingdom 630-7 ! 42.8' 20.4,

Captain & Tennille . ; 7,- 8 21.8 67:7

Little House on Prairie. . 7 -iB 40.7 37.1

Rhoda. ..... , . 7-730 10.3 p25.8

Phyllis 730-8 7.3. 20.6

Maude 883c1. 12.6 24.7

'M'Onday Nite ,,//8 411 36.4 37.8

All's rair . 830-9 '\\, 4.2 21.7

Executive Suite, 9,-. IV 5.0 6.8

"I don't like it"

Wichita Town 'Country/Farm

Par- Chil- .Par-, Chil- Par- Chil-

ents dren ents dren ents dren

14.4% 38.4% 11.0% 35.2% 21.5% 6.2% 21.9% 6.8% 20.0% 6.9%

34.5 3.3 32,4 1.6 7.0 45.1 5.6 42.4 7.5 39.0

59.6 32.6 59.2, 38.9 1.2 3.4 0.9 2.9 0.1 1A
19.0, 51.6 18.6' 52.8 17.3 5.7 20.4 6.0 18,8 6.3

1:6 12.4 5.2 13.8 47.8 31.3 54.3 35.6' '35.7'

.7.8 23.4 10.3 24.1 13.8 11.9 ,14.9, 12.0

,52.7

16.1 12.4,

18.0 12.1 15.2 10.3 24,6 37.2 29.0 39.7 28.7 36,5

5i5 6.3 5.4 . 5.2 14.1 16,8 15.9 14.7' 13.7 11.2

51.6 4.0 52.3 4,5 1.7 32.6 1.0 33.5 1.4 31.5

24.2 12.8 25,8 14.5' 14,2 16.8 14.7 17.8 13.7 17.8

14.3 19.3 12.7 14.5 22.1 24.7 20.7, 23.9 20.7 25.9

22.2 56.3 , 19.8 55.3 19.7 6,7 18.6 6.0 19.1 6.5

44.8 20.0 , 47.1 23.8 6.1 27.6 6.5 27.3 2.9 23.3

21.7 69.0 22.4 66.8 1$.2 5.1 17.6 5.2 15.8 5.4

42.4 38.2 47.8 42.3 g.5 16.5 7.0 16.2 7,7 14,2

6.8 22.5 6.7 29.6 33.8 19.6 38.2 23.2 36.5 25.5

3.3 15.0 5.4 12.9 33.5 25.9 36.3 .29.1 33.4 30.4

7.1 21.5 7.5 16:0 41.9 25.6 51.1 32.3 41,4 33.3

40.9 37.9 39.3 40.7 27.5 32.8 23.1 28.1 23.6 27.3

2.6 17.1 3.5 18.7 13.2 11.9 12.7 9.7 11.7 11.0

2.9 5.3 2.9 4,7 12.2 13'.0 12.8 9.0 12.2 8.9

* Pr6grams are those scheduled for broadcast during, the period of Nov. 14-20. Excludechare 'movies" and "specials.'

F.or each program, the number of respondents varied,slightly. :See Appendix B for sample sizes.



Table 61 (cont'd)

Tuesday Programs:

"1 of my favorites"

Wichita Town Country/Farm

Time Par- Chil- Par- Chil- Pair- Chil-

B'cast ents dren en8 dren ents. dren

'Local TV news 6-630

To Tell the Truth 6-630

,Adam,12 630 -1

Partridge Family 630.7

The Muppets. . . . . 630-7

Baa Baa Black Sheep. . . . 7 8

Happy Days 7-73Q

Laverne & Shirley 730-8

MASH 8030

Police Woman 9

Rich. Man, Poor Man U. . 8 9

One Day at a Time 830-9

Family 9 - 10

Police Story. 9 10

Switch 9 - 10

Wednesday Programs:

Local 'TV news 6-630

To Tell the Truth 6-630

Adam 12 630-7

Partridge Family 630-7

The Jeffersons 630-7

Good Times
, 1 -130

Hollywood Squares 1 -730

Ball Four 730-8

All in the Family 8-830

Alice 830-9

The Blue Knight 9 -10

The Quest 9 10

50.8% 4,9% 51.7%

240 18.1 23.3

T5.2 21.3 14.8

20.7 54.9 22.3

14.7 24.9 15.8

15.5 29.0 16.2

48:2 86.5 45.1

25.1 68.4 21.2

27.6 41.1 .27,3

20.7 29.1 ,16.1

20.7 21.2 16.4

12.7 43.4 9.1

23.0, 42.6 20.9.

19.3 20.1 12.8

17.6 28.8 15.5

50.8 5.2 52.1

24.6 18,7 24.6

15.1 22.8 14.3

20.9 54.4 22.3

17.6 29.9 11.2

23.4 46.8 17.0

14.7 5.8 12,6

2.4 14.4 1.6

29.8 46.8 26.8

8.1 26.2 6.0

12.4 14.1 10.6

11.4 20.8 13.4

"I don't like it'

Wichita Town Country/Farm

Par- Chil-. Par- Chil- Par Chil-

ents dren ents dren ents dren

4.4% 52.2% 2.6% 1.7% 33.1% 1.9%

15.2' .25.7 14.5 14.5 17.1 15.1

19.6 11.3 13.6 21.1 25.3 19.2

54.5 20.1 54.2 18.5 6.3 17.7

24.2 13.9 19.4 6.0 10.1, 4.9

31.9 14.6 27.6 7.8 14,7 6.0

85.7 42.3 84.8 6.3 1.1 6.4

67.8 19.8 63.8 20.7 4,9 23.1

51.1 23.4 49.2 22.7 13.6 22.5

22.1 16.0 21.6 22.9 20.2 !, 27.2,

21.1 16.7 21.9 20.5 23.4 25.7

44.9 10.4 39.4 16:4 11.4 20.6

36.5 20.4 33.3 15.3 12.4 18.3

13,6 10.0 12.5 16.4 21.2 21.8

24.8 11.5 26.2 r12.1 13.4 13.0

5.0 52.2 3.3 1.5 \32.0 1.8

15.4 25.7 15.4 14.3 16.5 14.7

20,7 11.2 15.8 21.7 `24.7 20.8

53.9 20.1 53.9 18.3 \6.3 17.2

22.9 13.2 18.6 19.1 14.0 21.5

43.5 17.1 39,8 13.8 8.1 18,3

4.2 12.8 4.0 25.1 50,6 24.9

14.6 2.5 15.6 10.0 ',9.4

.44.6 , 26.9 40.3 20.5 10.5 '23.9

20.3 8.0 21.1 13.2 12.3. 13.4

10.4 9.4 9.3 11.5 17.9 14.0

24.5 14.6 28.4 5.6 10:4 6.5

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.

31.1% 1,1% 31.7%

18.5 14,5 17.1

25.8 21,5 26.8

6.1 17.3 6.1

9.2 5.0 '10.8

11.8 8.1 ,12.9

'0.8 6.4 0.9

6.4 23.6 4.9

30.6 23.6 11.9

21.9 24.8 23.5

22.3 27.0 21.6

12.3 19.2 11.3

14.8 16.4 13,8

22.2 20.0 24.5

11.5 16.4 , 11.9

30.8 0.9 29.5

17.7 13.1 16.8

24.2, 21.8 27.1

6.6 16.1 6.1

16,0 18,5 14.4

9.,0 14.6 10.4

0.6 .25.9 49.9

8.4 9.4 10.2

12.5 21.9 13.3

12.8 13.9 11.9

18.1 8.4 17.1

6.1 4.6 6.6

3 '4,1



Table 61 (cont'd)

Thursday Programs:

Local TV news

To Tell the Truth.

Adam 12. ..... .

Partridge Family

This Week: Looking In.

Gemini Man

Welcome Back, Kotter

Barney Miller

Hawaii Five-0

Tony Randall Show.

Nancy Walker Show

Barnaby Jones

Dick Van Dyke & Co.. .

Streets San Francisco.

Friday Programs:

"1 of my favorites" "I don't like it"

Wichita Town 'Country/Farm .Wichita Town Country/Farm

Time Par- Chdl- Par- Chil- Par- Chil- Par-

B'cast ents dren ents dren ents dren .ents

6-630 50.71 5.71 51.7% 4.61

6-630 24.6 17.9 24.5 15.3

. '630-7 14.7 22.5 14.5 18.9

630 7 20.7 54.8 22.1, 54.3

. 630 -7 1.4 1.5. .0.8 ; 0.4

7 - 8 7.9 39.5 5.4 36.3

7-730 32.7 79.2 29.0 76.3

730-8 23.9 32.8 20.6 30.4,

8"- 9 18.8, 25.0 16.1 21.3

. 8-830 11.4 24.1 10.0 23.6

830-9 8.7 28.6 61.3 24.4

9 10 19.4 18.4 18.8 15.8

9 10 19.4 39.9 18.4 39.7'

. 9 - 10 28,8 24.5 24.9 19.7

6-630 51.3 5.5 51.5 4.6

6-630 24.5 18.6 24.1 15.3

630-7 '14.9 22.4 15.0 19.4

630-7 10.6 7.8 12.7 7.3

630-7 20.8 54.8 .22.7 54.5

7 - 8 28.5 57.5 29.8 56.4

7 - 8 13.4 3.9 18,5 2.1

7=730 25.4 42.6 18.8 38.0.

730-8 15.2 37.4 10.9 33.5

8 - 9 24.8 33.1, 22.7 30.6'

9 10 8.8 14.6 t.8 14.2

Local TV news

To Tell he Truth

Adam 12

:Andy Williams

Partridge Family

Donnie & Marie

Lawrence Welk

Sanford and Son

Chico and the Kant:. .

Rockford Files

Serpico

See footnotes. at the bottom of the first page of the table.

.)"

51.71. 3.51

24.8 14,7 ,

11.8 15.8

20.0 54.5

1.5 Q.5

4,9 36.8

27.0 ,72.2

18.9 25.2

14.4 20.0

8.5 17.5

8.0 19.7

16.6 12.1

16.4 35.6

19.0 18.5

52.0 4.0

25.3 15.7

11.8 15.1

13.0 5.0

20,1L-63.8

30.8 53.5

24.4 3.8

19.5 32.6

10.0 29.2

19.3 31.8

6.6 13.2

1.81

14.2

21.2

18.7

2.4

10.8

18.3

19.4

22.5

16.3

19.7

15.9

14..0

12.3

1.7

14.0

21.1

12;5

18.8

17.1

36.5

27.7

24.5

12.4

14.6

Chil- Par-

dren, ents

Chil- Par-

dren ents

Chil-

dren

32.3% 1.8% 30.71 1.11 30.01-

15.9 14.3 15.9 12.8 16.1

24.8 20.3 /25.6 21.9 27.0

6.1 17.5. 611 16.2 6.4

13.1 2.0 10.9 1.5 12.1

'4.3 13.0 4.2 8.4 4.5

2.0 21.7 1.9 19,9 2.6

18.4 22.4 18.9 20.7 21.9

24.2 23.0 23.4 23.2 26.6

16.1 14.9 14.5 18.7 15.6

15.9 17.6 16:6 19.2 18.1

26.2 16.6 24.9 15.9 27.3

8.9 13,6 9.9 14.8 8.7

22.0 14.6 23.7 18.5 27.5

31.4 1.8 29.6 0.9 27:8

16.6 14.0) 17.4 'I 13.0 15.3

24.5 20.2 24.2 21.9 26.2

16.3 10.7 13.0 13.6 15.9

6.4 17.5 6.7 16.3 6.1

11.1 15.3 12.2 14.1 10.6

56,8 30.8 59.1 27.6 55.8

11.6 24.0 14.2 21.6 16.0

13.8 29.1 14.6 29.3 .10.5

14.8 10.8, 15.7 16.2 12.7

10.9 15.9 11.9 16.4 10.4



Table 61 (cont 'd)

Saturday Programs:'

Time

B' cast

"1 of my favorite" "I don't like it"

Wichita Town Country/Farm Wichita Town Country/Farm

Par- Chil- Par- Chil- Par-

tents dr4)1, ents dren ents

Chil-

dren

Par-

ents

Chil- Par- 'Chil- Par-

dren ents dren ents

Chil-

dren

Local TV 6-630 50.8%' 5.1% 50.6% 4.4% 51.8% 3.1% 1.7% 32.4% 2.1% 30.5% 1.4% '28.7%

Hollywood Squars , 6-630 14.5 5.1 13.5 4.2 12.3 3.6 24.3 49.8 24.3 49.4 25.3 50.1

Hee Haw 630-730 21.0 13.0 23.3 11.1 29.0 13.7 30.6 48.5 27.4 45.4 20,3 46.2

Emergency 7 - 8 35.0 46.1 33.6 45.0 27.6 42.0 8.8 8.0 '11.5 8.9 8.7 8.8-

Holmes & Yoyo 7-730 1,8.1 63.5 16.1 60.4 15.1 62.2 14.7 5.1 14,2 5.7 13.2 4.3

Doc 730-8 5.4 14.2 4.6 15.0 3.7 8.4 10.8 16.8 11.0 15.0 10.0 19.5

Mr. T. & Tina 730-8 6.7 40.8 5.6 37.7 4.8 '34.4 .22.4 12.9 24.1 16.3 20.9 12.6

Mary Tyler Moore Shoal 8-830 21.0 27.1 18.3 25.5" 16.3 22.1 21.5 19.8 23.6 19°.4 23,2 22.1

Starsky & Hutth. . , 8 - 9 37.8 78.4 34.8 80.0 31.7 76.8 15.6 3.6 15.1 2.1 17.0 2.4

Bob Newhart Show 830-9 19.7 24.4 18.1 234,1 14.4 '21.4 20.2 20.2 21.4 17.6 24.0 22.1

Carol Burnett Show . . 9 - 10 27.4 44.7 26.1 42.6 24.1 37.9 18.8 14.1 23.3 13.9 19.7 14.5

Most Wanted 9 - 10 12.4 22.8 10.6 20.3 8.2 19.7 6.5 10.7 7.2 8.7 8.2 7.4,

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.



Sunday Programs;

Bill Cosby, Show

60 Minutes , ...

World of Disney

Six Million toIlar Man

Sonny & Cher Show. . . .

Sybil (The Big Even0. .

Kojak

Delvecchio

Monday Programs:

.....

Table 62

COMPARISON OF, PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S ATTITUDES TOWARD TELEVISION

PROGRAMS IN THE EVENINGS, 6:00-10:00j.M.*

- By Age of the Fathers -

Under 35 35-49

"A Favorite" Don't Like". "A Favorite", "Don't Like

Time Fath- Chil- , Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil- Fath- Chi],

B' cast ers dren ers dren ers dren ers dren

6 7 12.1% 4.2% 21.3% 5,2% 11.6%37,9% 24.5% 7.0%
6 - 7 34.4 2.5 10.0 49.1

6 7 45.1 431.2 1.5 2.,5

7 8 24.9 61.7 15.5 4.4

7 - 8 4.6 20.8 47.8 28.3

7 - 10 8.5 21.4 15.4 13.1

8 - 9 26.8 14.3 20.3 36.8

9 10 9.0 8.8 15.8 16.2

Local TV news. ... 6-630

To Tell the Truth. 5430

Adam 12 630-7

Partridge Family 630-7

Wild Kingdom 630-7

Captain & Tenni1le . . & 7 - 8

Little House on Prairie. . '7 -.8

Rhoda 7-730

,Phyllis 730 -8

Maude '8-830

Monday Nite Football . a - 11

All's Fair 830-9

Executive Suite 9 10

44.8

12.6

17.2

13.4

41.3

21.0

27.4

4.2

.5

7.9

60.9

2.5

3.4

5.2

194

23.0,

64.6

28.6

74.0

45.9

23.5

18\1

23:k

38.9

21.9

5.0

4.0

23.3

21.2

23.7

13.3

41.6

37.9

49.1

14.7

11.5

,11.3

33.6

15.3

25.9

3.6

23.6

3

13.2

22.3

25.0

23.9

33.7

8.8

10.4

39.0 3.5

-50.0 28.7

22.5 50.4

4.3 12.0

5.0 27.3

23..5 11,..1

7.8 7.A.

55.4

19.3

15

5

46.0

14.4

28.3

3.6

2.7

7.0

62.0

2.0

2.4

3.8

12:7

1.7.5

51.4

17.9

65.8

35.6

22.8

16.6

19,q

18.4

6.2 43.2:

1.1 3.0

15.7 6.5

51.2 -34.3

15.41. 11.7

21.0'.-37.2

13.2 14.91

1.5

16.9

19.7

25.4

3.8

21.0

11.3

39:4

36.0

45.9

9.7

11.2

10.9

50 or more

"A Favorite" "Don't Like"

Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

ers dren ers dren

10.6% 30.8% 12.4% 6.3%

38.8 2.9 6.3 39.4

53.1 27.8 2.4 3.8

28.0 44.4 15.9, 6.3

3.4 101 58.7 43.3

1.5 23.4 23.3 12.2

27.9 11.1 13.5 34.1

9.2 5.8 17.4 19.2

31.6 68.0

17.9 ° '33:5

24.4 19.8

7.6 25.1

28.3 56.5

5.6. 10.1

16.6 37.2

2225 6.8

28.1 4
31.7' 9.2

29.3( 54.9

11.5 0.5

11.4 1.9

3.4

15.2

13.6

49.5

16.0

52,4

38.2

4.8

16.5

16.8

33.2

20.8

6.5

0.0.

10.7

13.5

20.3

4.8

28.5

7.2

39.6

35.6

40.6

11.7

14.5

15;9

29.3

18.1

26.7

8.7

30.1

6.3

18.4

'20.4

31.6

33.7

25.5

14.5

15.9

,

'* Programs are those scheduled for broadcast during the period of Nov. JA-ZO.' Excluded are "movies" and "specials."

For each program, the number of respondents varied slightly. .See Apperidix B for, sample sizes.
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Table .62 (cont'd)

Tuesday Programs:

Local TV news ..... .

To Tell the Truth

Adam 12 .

,

Partridge. Family

The Muppets. . . . . . .

Baa Baa 'Black Sheep. . .

Happy Days . . , .4. . . ,

Laverne & Shirley

MASH

Police Woman . .

Rich Man, Poor Man II.

One Day at a Time. .

Family .'

Police Story

Switch .... . . .

Wednesday Programs:

'Local TV news

To Tell the Truth

Adam 12 ,

Partridge Family

The Jeffersons . . . ..

Good Times ..... ..).

HollywoPd Squares
1

4
Ball Four

All in the Family

Alice

The Blue Knight

The Quest

Time

B' cast

Under 35

"A 'Favorite" "Don't Like"

Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

ers dren ers dreb

35-49

"A Favorite" "Don't Like"

Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

ers

6-630 44.3% 4.1% 3.8% 33.7% 55.7%

6-630 12.6 20.4 24.0 17.1 18.8

630-7 16.8 22.,9 20.8 26.2 15.4

630-7 12.8 62.3 24.4 3.3 14.1

630-7 10.1 29.4 6.5 '8.4 9.6

Y 7,- 8 25.7 32.0

7-730 51.8 88.9 4.2 1.1 34.8

730-8 21.4'-' 72.1 22.9 4.8 12.4

8-810 300 46.4 17.9 11.6. 27.8

, 8 .4'9 20%8 30.2 20.5 19.6 16.6

8 - 9 18.9 22.6 22.2 24.4, 15.5

830-9 9.7 45.5 14.5 10.5 7.4

9 - 10 14.9 38.0 20.1 14.0, 11.1

9 - 10 27.6 20.3 12.1 23.8 18.0

9 - 10 20.0 28.0 8.2 12.1 16.8

'' 6-630 43.6, 4.7 3.6, 32.4' ' 55.9

6-630 11.8 22.2' 23.3 15.6 19.5

630-7 16.0 24.1 20.8 25.9 15.8

630-7 12.4 61.9') 23.1 3:3 14.2

630-7 10.7 28.7 21.9 12.2 12.5

7-730 21.8 50.3 14.7 .7.1 16.3

7-73 9.3 , 5.9 32.4' 51.6 10.3

730- .2.7 17.0 11.2 8.4 1.7

8-830 ''' 28,8 49.8 21.9 9.8 29.6

830-9 ,5.9 26.2 12.6 11.1 5.2

9 - 10 16.6 15,8 11.1 5.4 12.4

9 -410 15.6 24.1 4.8 10.-6 11.9

50 or more

"A Favorite" "Don't Like"

Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

dren ers 'dren ers dren ers dren

3.8% 1.3% 30.8% 67.5% 2.90 0.0% 27.90

14.0 16.9 18.6 333/ 15.9 11.5 17.4

16.3 18.8 25.2 21.2 15.0 14.9 29.0

50.5 23.1 7.2 25.5. 44.7 19:7 7.3

21.1 6.8 10.0 14.0 23.9. 6.3 11.2

11.6 21.7: 28.6 7.7 13.1

84.2 7.6 0.9 , 28.7 82.8 13.4 1.0

65.1 25.4 5.7 11.6 57,0 23.7 '8.7

49.7 19.7 12.3 28.2 54.1 20.1 13.0

23.1 22.2, 22.1 20.2' 21.6 14.4 24'.0

24.0 231 22.8 10.5 18.1 26.8 22.5

41.9 17.2 12.3 5.8 43.7 21.2' 15.0,

38.2 18.2 13.4 8.2 39.4 1414 12.5

14.7 1P5.2 21.3 16.8 13.0 15.4 22.2

27.0 11.1 12.1 18.3 29.0 13.0 13.5

4.2 1.2 29.7 67.5 3.4 0.0 ;,27.1

14.2 15.9 17.5 35.9 17.8 10.5 18.3

18.0 19.5 24.4 19.4 17.9 15.8 28.0

50.2 .22.7 7.4 251 46.9 19.8 8.2.

23.0 22.0. 16.0 18.2. 22.8 18.7 15.0

39.5 15.3 8.9 '19.2 39.6 15.9 14.0

4.5i 26.9 50.0 16.4 3.8 '19.3 47.1

13.8 10.5 8.7 3.8 -18.0 10.5, 12.6

43.7 19.0 11.6 32.1 41.5 16.7 15.9

22.5 13.9 12.4 7.2 23.6 17.2 14.4

11,8 10.0 17.5 U.S 7.7 9.1 22.2

.21.3 5.6 8.0 8,6 24.2 9.1 7,7

'See footnotes, at the bottom of the first page of the table.



Thursday Programs:

iTcal TV news

A

1Tell the Truth,..

am 12

Partridge Family , .

This Week: Looking

Gemini Man

Welcome Back, Kotter

Barney Miller

Hawaii Five-0

:Tony Randall Show. . .

Nancy Walker Show. . .

Barnaby Jones. . 1'. .

Dick Van DYke & Co .

Streets San Francisco.

Friday Programs:

Local TV news. ... . ,

To Tell the Truth...

Adam 12. . ,

Andy Williams, . .

Partridge Family .

Donnie & Marie

Lawrence Welk

Sanford and Son

Chico ands the Man.

Rockford'Files

Serpico'

Table 62'(cont'd)

Under 35 35 9 50 or more

'"A Favorite" "Don't Like" "A Favorite" "Don't Like" "A Favorite". "Don't Like"

Time Fath- Chil -. Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil- )Fath- 'Chil- Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

B'cast ers dren ers dren ers dren , ers dren ers drep ers dren

6 -630' 44.3% 5.6% 3.9% 31.7% 55.6 4.3% 1.1% 30,1% 67.0% 4.31 1".0% 23.7%

6-630 13.1 19.2 22.8 15.5 19.7 14.2 15.7 16.5 5.0 16.2 11.2 15.7

630-7 17.2 ' 23.1 20.9 26.3 15.4 17.7 19.2 24,4 18.9 :16.5 15.5 28.6

630-7 12,8 61.7 24.0 3.5. 14.1 51.1 22.9 7.0 23.8 '45.5 19.4 9.6

630 -7 1.0 1.4 .2.9' 11.4 1.5 0.8 2,3 11.9 3.5 0.5 3.0 9.1

7:.7 8 8.9 41.2 10.5 4.3 5.6 36.3 12.3 4.2 5.4 32.0 14.7 4.4

77130 33.2 78.8 16.8 11.6 25.4 76.6 21.0 2.5 20.1 70.3 26.5 1.9

730-8 24.7 31.1 19.7 19.8 23.1 30.1 15.6 19.1 27.3 31.6 15.1 18.7

8 - 9 21.0 25.2 21.8 25.6 18.6, 21,5 18.3 23.5' 27.3 23.6 14.1 22.6

8-830 10.2 24.2 18.1 16.2 8 2 20.3 17.2 16.2 7.8 3.9 13.2 '16.7

830 -9 3.9 28.7 20.2 13.3 23.8 20.8 17.0 3.4 23.6 17.7. 19.7

9 - 10 15.3 16.0 19.3 26.6 17.4 16.0 16.0 25.0 30.7 15.5 8.8 '26.7

9,- 10 14.3 38.6 18.0 2.0 16.0 38.5 14.6 5.7 17.2 37.7 17.6 0.9

9- 10 4.9 25.0 12 5 22.4 26.7 20.2 12.5 24.0 36.8 19.2 7.8 17.8

e

6.630 44.7 4.7 3.7 31.3 56.0 4.5 1.2 29.2 68:0 4.3 .0.5 23.0

6-630 12.4 d20.5 22.9 16.2 19.8 14.5 15.5 17.3 34.5 16.3 10.7 15.4

63p-7 16.9 22.8 21.6 25.7 16.0 17.8 18.9 24.1 17.6 16.3' 15.7 27.3

630-7 3.9 8.4 17.1 15.1 8.5 6.3 .14.2( 15.3 10.3 3.4 13.2 17.8

630-7 12.6 62.7 23.3 3.1 14.7 50.8 23.1 7.3 23.5 45.4 20.1 9.7

7 - 8 23.1 69.3 18.2 8.2 21.5 51.9 19.7 11.5 21.8 40.7 15.5 17.2

7 8 6.4 4.1 46.6 52.8( 14.1 2.4 31.D 59.4 42.7 3.3, 10.7 66.5

7-730 23.2 44.2. 20.3 12.8 25.6 36.5 18.3 ,1'p6 30.1 32.2 19.4 17.8

730-8 710:6. 37.8 28.0 15.7 13,2 31.6 23.7 ',14.9 18.4 ,29,2 25.7 16.7

8 - 9 27,9 36.5 8.7 17.0 23.8 32.1 10.5 12.9 31.6 30.0 10.7 13.5

9 -10 9.1 13.7 11.8 12.7 9.0 14.6 13.9 9.6 9.3 13.0 21,0'13.9

See footnots at the bottom of thEl first page of the table.
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Table 62,(cOlit d)

Saturday Programs': .

Local TV news

Hollywood Squares. .

Dolly

Hee Haw

Emergency

Holmes & Yoyo

Doc

Mr. T. & Tina

Mary Tyler Moore Show.

Starsky & Hutch

, Bob Newhart Show . '"
Carol ,Burnett Show .

Most Wanted.

Time

B'cast

Under 3

1 Favorite" "Don't Like'.

Fath- Chil- Fath-

ers dron .ers dren

630-7 10.6

630-730 21.3

7 - 8 32.2

7-730 22.4

'730-8 .3.5

'730;8 , 5.6

8-839 14.5

8 - 9 41.0

830-91 14.3

9 10 15.8

9 10 16.3

35-49

"A Favorite" Don't Like"

Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

ers dren ers 'dren

'9.7 12.8 30.2 ,10,8' ' 6.1 10.3 33.6

16.323.3 41.3 29.2 10.6 20.6 48.9

52.4 11.0 5.6 26.8 43.2 1008 '8.4

711,141,6 , 4.3, 15.8 60.4 14.3 5.5

,14.3 11.2. 15.5 3.1-41.3 _10.2 17,8

1(

46 5 23:4\ 8.1 .,-61 4.01- Zrt-e-16.3

2 .2 25.0\ 19.8/ 15:6 ,.243 22.5 21,1

7 .4 , 13.1 \ 3.5 31.8 78.5 17.0 2.8

26.4 22.8 213 15.5 21.7 20.1 19.7

47.1 27.0 J3.3 , 19.4 41.6 21.9 13.8

21,2 '5.0 9.8 )11..0 21.8 7.6 8.8

50 or more

"A Favorite" "Don't Like"

Fath- Chil-: Fath- .Chil-

ers dren ers dren

67.8% 2.5% 0.0% 25.7%

14.0 3.5 18.8 45.3

7.2 7.0 11.6 32.2

28.4 7.0 23.6 52.0

26.9 34.0 12.5 11,5

11.7 52.2 18.9 6.5

9.6 11.4 10.1 14.9

8.2 24..8 22.2 17.8

24.5 26.2 18.8 17,3

30.3 72.9 15.4 3.0.

20.6 27.9 20:6 15.9

28.4 38.6 23.1 14.4

12,2 16.4 11.2 5.5

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the able:
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That program was less popular with the Older fathers (fifty or more
years of age) and their children than with the younger fathers and their
children.

Effects of the,age of the mothers. An examination o# Table 63
reveals numerous effects" of age upon the mothers' attitudes toward
programs The older the mother, the more popular with her were "60
Minutes," "Local TV News," To Tell the Truth," "Partridge Family,"
"Lawrence Welk," "Hee Haw," and the "Carol Burnett Show." No corresponding
effects were noted in the attitudes of the children.

The younger the mother, the more popular were "Sybil," "Rhoda,"
"Maude," and "Hapoy,Days:" Again, no correspondence was noted in the
attitudes of the children:

In.the absence of a end, higher percentages of older mothers
(fifty or more years of age) repoqed the following as favorites: "Kojak,"
"Adam 12," "Wild Kingdom," "Little Rouse on the Prairie," "The Jeffersons,"
"Good Times-, " "Hollywood Squares," "All in the Family," "Barney Miller,"
Hawaii Five-0," "Barnaby Jdnes," "Streets of San Francisco," "Sanford and
Son," "Chico and the Man," and "Rockford Files." Only in the case of
"Barney Miller" was there a corresponding attitude among-childrenthat
is, a higher percentage of children of older mothers reported it as a
favorite than was the case of children of younger mothers.

Two programs were found to be less popular with the older mothers- -
"Welcome Back, Kotter" and "Andy Williams." Again, there were no paralJel
attitudes among the,children.

While trends as such were not observed, the ten prOgrams listed
below appeared to be more popular with mothers under thirty-five years
of age. In the first eight listed, there was a parallel between the
attitudes of the mothers and their children. The ten programs were:
"Six Million Dollar Man," "Captain and Tennille," "Laverne and Shirley,"
"Rich Man, Poor Man-II," "Emergency," "Holmes and Yoyo," "Starsky and
Hutch," "Most Wanted," "Family," and "Swithh."

Three programs were less popular with mothers under thirty-five
years of age: "Monday Nite.Football,," "Andy Williams,"-and the "Mary
Tyler Moore Show." A paralle attitude among the children was found only
in the case of "Monday Nite ootball."

Effects of parents' formal schooling. Tables 64 and 65 were developed
to permit analyses of the effects of parents' formal schooling upon their
attitude and those of their children. The two tables analyze the effects
of fat rs' and mothers' schooling separately.

V--9' A
Formal education of the parent appeared to be a significant variable,

even more so than in the'case of age which was analyzed in the preceding
subsection. Unlike the effects of age, the effects of parents' level
of formal schooling had consistent effects on the attitudes of children.
With few exceptions, the children's attitudes paralleled those of their



Table 63

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S ATTITUDES TOWARD TELEVISION

PROGRAMS IN THE EVENINGS, 6:00-10:00 P.M.*

ByAp of the Mothers -

Sunday Programs:

Time

B'cast

Under 35 35-49 50 or more
"A Favorite ", "Don't Like" A Favorite" "Don't Like" "A Favorite" "Don't Me"
Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil-, Moth- Chil-
ers dren ers dren ers dredc, ers dren ers dren ers dren

Bill Cosby Show. . . 6 - 7 19.6% 49.0% 18.2% 6.0%,, 16.5% 35.4% 19.5% 7.0% 17.1% 41.0% 20.9% 5.7%60 Minutes 6 - 7 29.8 1.8 7.0. 46.8 4 36.0 1:4 4.8. 42.4 45.2 2.4. 4.8 46.3World of Disney 6 - 7 58.5 40.2 0.8 2.2 60.2 29.0 0.6 3.2 62.8 24.2 '0.0 2.4Six Million Dollar Man , 7 - 8 22.3 60.9 .20.4 5,2 17.0 49,0 20.6 6.9 17.2 49.6' 18.8 4.1Sonny & Cher Show 7 - B 19.7, 45.2 28,3 7.0 '12.8 52.8 35.7 7.1 12.2 54.3 43;9Sybil (The Big Event). . 7 - 10 21,4 24.8 12.1 12.8 13.9 26.6' 13.0 11:9' 6.4 24.0 20.8 11.6Kojak 8 7,9 16.7 14.8 31:6 38.4 15.1 10.3 31.7 37.5 20.6 13.1 30.2 33,6
Delvecchio . II 9 - 10 6.5 9.0 116.7/ 16.1 5.2 7.4 12.8 15.6 4.8 5.7 18.3 13.9

Moray Programs:

1

Local TV news. . I 6-630 45.2 5.3 0.8 34.7 53.5 3.6 1.1 .32.4 65.4 7.4 3.1 24.8
To Tell the.Truth 6-630 23.0 18.0 12.5 16.7 32.1 13.7 10.3 , 17.5 52.0 17.7 8.8 12.9Adam 12 630-7 13.6 24.0 25.8 24.9 11,0 16.1 22.3 24.6 19.5 18.2 16.3 28.1
Partridge family 630-7 22.7 .61.6 16.4 5.1 27.3 51,6 14.4 13.0 36.2 '57.5 11.0 5.0
Wild Kingdom 630-7 39.1 25.6 7.5 24.5 44.3 17.7 5:0 28.2 5'2.8 15.6 5.5 27.9
'Captain & Tennille . . 7 - 8 30.5 75,7 14.8 3.6 22.1 62,4, 14.9 6.3 23.8 57..0 23.0 5.8
Little House on Prairie. . 7 - 8 52,1 43.2 5.7 14.4 53.3 34.9 4.4 17,2 60.6 32.2 4.7 15.7
Rhoda 7-730 13.8 24.2 31.5 22.0 11.7 24.5 , 31.8 20.8 '9.5 24.8 35. :7 14.9
Phyllis 730-8 7.6 17.8 35.9 26.1 8.5 18.6 29.1 27.8 .8.0 18.9 35.2 26.2Maude 8-830 14.4 23.3 42.5 , 24.3 12.3 21,0 44.6 31.2 21.5 26.7 38.9 29.2,
Monday Nite Football . . 8 - 11 16.8 39.9 43.9 35.2 21.0 36.9 32.5. 28,3 23.6 36.9 35.4 25.4
All:s Fair 830-9 5.5 21.1 15.1 11.0 3.8 19.7 11.4 4.8 '21.5 12.9 10.7
,Executive Suite 9 10 7.7 5.4 14.1 12,0 3.5 6.7. 11.5 11.0 2,4 4.9 14,3 17.2

.

* Programs are those scheduled for broadcast during the period of Nov. 14-20'. Excludg,are "movies" and "specials.
For each program, the number of respondents varied slightly. See Appendq,B Or sample sizes.
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Table 63 (cont'd)

Tuesday Programs:

Local TV news

To Tell the Truth. .

,Adam 12 t

Partridge Family .,.

Baa Baa Black Sheep. .

Happy Day

Laverne &
.

MASH,

Police Wo n . , .

Rfch Man, Poor Man II.

One Day at a Time. .

Family

Police Story

Switch

Wednesday Programs:

Local TV news

'To Tell the Truth.

Adam 12

Partridge Family , .

The Jeffersons.

Good Times

Hollywood Squares.

Ball',Four

All in the Family.

Alice......
The Blue Knight

The Quest

Under 35 35-49

"A Favorite" "Don't Like.. "A FavOrite" "Don't Like"

Time Moth- Chil- Moth-: Chil- Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil-.

B'Cast .,ers dren ers dren ers

6-630

6-630

630-7

630-7

7 8

7-730

730=8

-830

- 9

8 - 9

830-9

9 -10

9 -10

9 -,10

6-630

6-630

630-7

630-7

63017

73F-8 ,

8-830

8:30-9

9 - 10

9 -10

43.5% 5.4% 1.2% 35.4% 53.3%

22.6 20.8 13.6 16.6 ,32...0

13.7 24,0 24.7 25.5 10.8

22.6 '60'.5 .15.5 4.4 '26.6

9.0 31.8 9.4 15.9 8.7

61.3 88.5 3.4 1.3 47.4

36,2 73.2 16.3 4.1 24.9

24.1 46,0

21.5 29,8

27,3 27.1

14.1 .43.8

35.6 39.3

16.2 19.7

17.9 27.7

44.1

23.3

13.1

22.9

15.0

22.5

14,7:

24.1

7.9

10.1,-

15.3

6.0

21.8

25.3

58.7

29.9

49.6

49:0

26.8

, 14.5

23'. 9

28.1

25.7

21.4

18.2

19;3

14:6

13.8

20.0

24,4

11.5

13,6

224

13.5

1,0 33.8

12.9 15.9

25.6 25.0

15.9 4.7

20.4 13.6

15,6 7.5

51.4

TO :3 9.6

26.3 10.5

12.1 12.2

14.3 16.6

5.6 f'0.3

24.7

16.6

16.4

13.6

25.0

9.6

12.5

53.6

32.8

10.5

26.6

17.4

20:8

17.3

1,9

28.2

9.0

8.3

'8,4

50 or more

"A avorite" "Don't Like"

Mt h- Chil- Moth- Chil-

dren ers dren ers dren s dren

3.1% 1.1 31.6% 63.8% 8.2% 2.3% 23.0%

14.4 10.2 17.9 50.8'19.7 /:9 12.3

15.5 22.0 25.9 19.2 17.4 16.0 26.4

50.7 13.4 8.1 34.6 53.7 8.5 .3.3

26,4 7.7 ,12.7 11.2 27.3 11.2 11.6

84.0 6.9 1.0 38.9 85.4 11.5 0.0

64.2 21.6 6.2 23.8 57.9 25.4 7'.4

49.1 25.1 11.8 27.6 , 56.2 19.7 10.7

23.2 27.6 22,3 19.5 21.3 21.9 21.3

23.6 22.6 '22.6 15.6 18.6 28.1 ' 24.6

43,2 18.3 11.6 13.4 35.8 19.7 10.0'

40.7 13.9 12,5 25.8 34.4 18.8 13,1

15.2 22.6 21.5 13.6 15.0 15.2 20.0

21.0 14.9 12.4, 12.1 21.9 13.7 13.9

3.4 0.9 30.8 64.3 8.3 3.1 20.7

14.7 10.2 17.5 47.7 19.8 9.2 10.7

17.1 22.4 25.3 20.3 22.1 14.8 24.6,

51.0' 12.6 8.2 37.4 54.5 8.4 3.3

23.3 16.6 15.3 25.4 28.9 13.8 9.1

40.1.}. 9.0 '° 31.3 46.3 10.9 13.2

4,1 20.0 50.0 31.0r-I 4,1 16.3 50.0

13.6 7.3 9.2 3.9 22.3 11.0 12.4

42.6 22.0 11.8 37.7 44.6 20.0 14.0

22.8 13.5 12.5 10.9 24.8 11.7 11;6

10.6 11.7 18.0 14.1 9.1 10.9 24.8

21.1 5.0 ,8.3 15.9 21.9 5.6 6.6

See footnotes at the bottomlof the first page-Tf the table.
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V news

1 the Truth. .

tic: Looking In.

tMan

lOme Back, Kotter'

iller

aWaii ive-0

To 41 Show. .

Cy, all* Show. . .

Ba nab ,Jones. . . .

Dick Van Dyke & Co.. .

Streets San Francisco. .

Friday Programs:

Local .TV news 6-630

To Tell the Truth. . . 6-630

Adam 12 ... ... 1 . 630-7

Andy Williams, . 1 . 630-7

Partridge Family . . . 630-7

Donnie & Marie . . k7 - 8

Lawrence Welk 7 - 8

Sanford and Son 7-730

Chico and the Man. . 730-8

Rockford Files ,8 - 9

Serpico 9 - 10

Table 63 (cont'd)

Under 35
1 3 50 or more49

"A Favorite" "Don't Like' "A Favorite" "Don't Like, "A Favorite" "Don't Like"

Time Moth- Chil- Mothl, Chil- Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil-' Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil-

Past . ers dren ers dren ers dren ers dren , ers dren ers dren

6-630. 43.6% *1.4% 0.9%

6-630 22.4' 20.2 13.1

63077 12.8 25.2 24.8

630-7 22.7 59.4 16.0

7 - 8 8.5 42.8

7-730 '35.7 79.5

730.8 20.2 33.0

- 9 14.1 /25.3

8-830 11.8 26.0

130-91 11.4 ,29.7

18.4 17.8

19 19.5 39.6

- 10 26.4 25.5

109

11.0

18.2

25.3

29.0

16.5

18.9 .

17.9'

13.1

14.7

43.9 6.0 1.e

21.7 21.2 13.1

13.3 25.1 24.2

9.0 8.6 11.2

23.0 59.2 15.9

36.0 66.3 14.0

8.5 4.4 43,5

18.5 45.5 29.5

10.4, 29.6. 31.3

22.7 35.4 14.7

7.2 15.1 , 15.7

35.0% 53.1 % . 4.0% 1.1% 30.3%( 64.1% 7.4% 3.1% 21.3

15.4 32.2 15.0 10.4 16.4/ 51.6 17.7 7.8 9.7

24.5 10.4 16.5 22.1 25.9 20.0 18.2 13.6 27.3

4.6 26.0 51.3 12.8 ' 7.7 36.4 53.1 8,5' 4.1

13.3 1,2 0.4 0.9 12.1 0.8 1.6 4.0 9.8

4.5 4.9 34.3 8.6 4,4 6.3 37.7 11.9 3.3

1.7 32.3 75.5 18.4 2.5 .6 74.8 24.0 0.8

19.5 , 20.6 28.9 21.4 '19.4 28.3 39.8 22.8 13.0

26.3 , 14.6 20.8 23.2 23.4 27.8 28.9 20.6 24.0

15.6 11.9 20.4 14.8 16.5 17.2 28.5 18.8 ,13.0,

15.5 10.3 23.9 18.0 17.2 18:9 27.3,19.7 18.2

27.5 18.8 15.9 14.2 25.2 26.4 15.7 12.8 25.6

9.7 20.9 38.7 11.5 9.7 22.4 30:5 ;16.8, 5.8

24.2 23.2 20.4 15.6 22.9 36.5 23.6 13.5 19.5

33.4. 53.7 3.9 1.0 29.5 62.5 8.9 2.3 20.3

16.0 32.6 15.2 10.4 16.9 52.0 19.8 7.1 9,9

24.4 10.5 16.3 22.2 25.1 19.8 18.9 14.3 26.2

15.5 18.4 6.0 8.2 16.0 19.5 7.4 10.2 14.8

4.6 26.1 51.0 13.2 8:2 34.1 52.5 8.5 . 4.1

8.0 33.7 49.9 13.7, 13.8 38.0 46.3 12.4 15.4

53,6 22.3 '2.7 27.0 59.6 38.0 4.1 18.6 60.2

11.4 20.1 34.8 23.3 13.7 26.6 42.6 21.1 16.4

14.1 12.9 13.2 26.6 14.9 22.4 35.8 19.2 13.8

16.6 19.9 30.6 15.0 13.0 28.0 30.6 12.8 14.9

12.0 6,0 13.2 16.6 10.5 7.9 5.6 12.7 11.5

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.
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Saturday Rrograms:

Table 63 Icont'd)

Under 35 35-49

T'A' Favorite" "Don t Likes 'A Favorite" "Don't Like'

Time Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil- .Moth- .Chil- Moth- Chil-

B'cast ers 'dren ers dren 'ers dren ers dren

local TV news 6-630 ,43.91 5.8% 1.41 .14.3% 52,31 3.51 0.9% 30.31

Hollywood Squares., , . 6-630 14.8 5.7 26,2 50.0 18,1 3.7 19:8 49,5

Doily 630-7 11,7 10.6 20.24, 31.1 8.3 . 4.6 14.3 33.3

Hee Haw 630 -730 16'.1 16.7 35.7 43,0 20.6 9.2 32.2 51.2

Emergency 7 - 8 40.2 50.2 7.2 7.2 34',7 41.9 8,7 8,9

Holmes & Yoyo 7-730 21.0 ,68.5 14,6 4.6 13.6 58.3 14.7 5,4
Doc \ 730-8 3,9 14.6 11.8 17(0 ,. 5.6 11.7; 9.7 16.8

,Mr. T.,& Tina 730-8 5.4 46.5 26.3 10:3 5.1 33.3 21.5 15,8

Mary 'Tyler Moore Show. 87830 17.6 26.0 26.9 20.7 26.1 26.5 18.0 '19.8

ftarsky & Hutch 8 - 9 45,0 79,4 14,0 2.8 30.3 77.9, 17.4. 3,8

Bob Newhart Show . . . 830-9 1,A.3 21.91,123.9 21,19 22.9 24.8 J8.9 18.8

Carol Burnett Show . . 9 10 26.9 43.1 19.6 14.7 35.4 43.0 14.1 13.9

Most Wanted , 9 10 12.1 22.7 6.6 10.9 8.2 20.4 6.5 9.2

-See footnotesat*bottom of the first'page of the table.

50 or more

"A D.vorite", "Don't rAel'

Moth- Chil .7 Moth- Chil-

ers dren ers dren

65.91 5.91 )2.3% 22.7%

29.7 6.8 116.4 48.3

11.7 10.3 14.8 35.3

25.8 12.7 32.0 53.4

35.9 36.4 ,63 9.3

14.1 59.1 18.0 6.8

14.8 16.2 10,9 15.4

7.1 33.6 18.9 17.6

28.5 28.0 22.3 15'.3

30.5 72.9 17,6 1.7

22.3 30.5 20.8 15.3

43.1 44.9 15.4 10.2

8.6 19.3 6.3 5.9
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parents. The term "paralleled" i/s4 used in the sense t6at the attitudes
of the children tended to follow the same direction of their p5rents'
attitudes. Intensity of the attitudes, on the other hand, frequently
varied considerably._ %

It should be remembered that the childern and their parents completed
their questi*caires separately and independently of etch other. Thus,
th? effects of-the parents' formal 'schooling are not the result ofikny
parental supervision of children during the lattePi completion of
questionnaires. (See the subsec6on, "Separation of child from parent
in the survey," in Chapter II, "Methodology.) A reasonable conclusion
is that somehow, directly or indirectly, the effects of parents' formal
education are reflected in the attitudes of children toward television
programs. // .

The analyses in'Tables 64 and 65, and in ,the text of the next two
subsections, are based solely on the percentages of parents and children
who selected each program listed on the questionnaire as a favoHte. The
three categories of schooling established. for analysis were; "not a high
school graduate"; "a high' school graduate"; and "one or more years of
college.-" The three categories are distinct and do not overlap.,

Effects of the fathers' formal schooling. In Table 64, a large
number of "trends" were observed in the attitudes of fathers and their
children, as analyzed by the fathers' level of formal schooling.

The higher the educational attainment of the father, the more
popular were "60 Minutes," "Monday Nite Football," "MASH," "Bob Newhart
Show," and "Most Wanted." The attitudes of children paralleled those
of their fathers in every case except "Monday Nite Football."

The lower the educational attainment of the father, the more popular
were twenty-ttip programs:

"Six Million Dollar Man"
"Local TV News"
"To Tell the Truth"
"Adam 12"
"Partridge Family",
"Wild Kingdom"
"Little House on the Prairie"
"Family"

"Police Story" -

"Gooli Times"

"The,Blue Knight"

"The Quest"
"Gemini Man"
"Hawaii Five-0"
Niarnaby Jones"
"Streets of San Francisco"
"Sanford and Son"
"Chico and the Man"

("Rockford Files"
"Dolly"
"Mr. T. and Tina"
"Most Wanted"

217
4.

4The children's attitudes paralleled those of their fathers in every case
except "To Tell the Truth" and "Rockford Files,"

rr.

34

c



,

/Table t4

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CgLDR'EN'S ATTITURES TOWARD TELEVISION

PROGRAMS IN ,THE,EVENINGS, 6:00-10:00 P.M.*

- By Fathers' Highest Level of Formal Schooling** -fr

Sunday Programs:

Not a High. School Graduate

"A Favorite" Ibn't Like"'

Time Fath- Chil- Fath- 'Chil-

i B'cast ers dren ers dren

Bill Cosby Show. . , 6

6O.,IMinutes 6

World'of Disney. 6

Six Million:Dollar Man 7

Sonny & Cher Show. . 7

Sybil (The Big Event) 7

Kojak 8

Delvecchio 9

Monday Programs:

- 7 ;13.0% 36.0% 29.6% 9.1%

7 25.4 2.1 '13.8 46.7

- 7 52.3 37.0 3.2.' 2.8

- 8 36.0 56.6 17.0 5.9

- 8 2.8 19.9. 53.3 31.3

- 10 6.4 29.4 20.9 11.1

- 9' 29.1, 13.2. 16.8 37:4

- 10 10.7 8.3 15.4 17.0

Local'TV news 6-630

To Tell the Truth.. . 6-630

Adam 12, 630-7

Partridge Family , 630-7

Wild Kingdom 630-7

Captain & Tennille'. . 7 - 8

Little House on Prairie, 7 - 8

,Rhoda 7-730

Phyl )5 730-8

e... .. . 8-830

Monday Nite Football . 8 .; 11

All's Fair 830-9

Executive Suite. . 10

4

58.9 3.9

31.2 14.9

27.0, 23.6

21,.0 58.9

54.4 24.1

15.0 ,68.6

41%1 42.3

4.2, 22.4

4.3 19,2

11.3 24
44.6 .39.9

3.5 23.0

3.2 7.7

2.8 34.4

14.4, 15.2

15.4 22.9

24.0 4.9

4.9 26.2

28.9 , 5.2

10.1 11.9

45.7 20.6

39.9 27.3

44.3 27.6

23.9 33.0

18.3 11.3

14.1 . 13.0

A High School Graduate

"A Favorite" 'Don't Like"

Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

ers dren ers a den

1 or more years of college,

"A, Favorite" 'Oon't,Like"

Fath- Fath- Chil-

ers dren ers. dren.

12,0% 40.3% 24.4% 6.5% 10.7% 40.3% 23.0% 6.0%

32.8 2.5 7.8 46.9 43.9 3.8 4.9 42.3

53.3 36.6 0.9 2.4 45.4 28.D 1.2 3.51

27.7 58.5 13.8 5.0 17.9 48.0 16.8 6.7

5.4 16.0 49.1 .30,3 4:0 10.9 51.8 36.4

'5.9 26.3 17.2 '11.9 4.8 , 23.8 14.0 12.6

23.3 12.4 20.7 37.4 24.3 11.2 20.9 37.0

10.0 7.4 12.5 6.6 71 15.2 '15.8
4/"./

55.,5 .4'.2 1.9 'p3.2 51.3 4.2 1.9 30.2

22.5 15.1 14.6 '17.4 132 14.2 20.5 17.2

21.4 20.8 13.9 22.2 1018 15.2 ,23.9 27'.5

14.7 57.9, 22.5 6.0 11.6 51.6 26.1 7.9

47.5. 23.7 5.5 ,25.9 42.3. 18.0' 3.5 28.5

19.0 70.6 18.2 3.5 13.7 62.9 20.2 6.1

31.7 41.0 10.1 14.1. 23.5 35.8 12.7 18.6

3.6 21.9 39.2 23.0 4.1 24.2 40.0 '22.4

2.5 14.7 35.2 ) 27/2 173 36.7 28.3

6:7 18.4 45.0 6.5 20.1 4'.8 31.6

58.3 39.2 13.5 32.1 166.7 38.0 6.6 28.2

1.9 21.3 12.6 10.2 1.5 17.1 9.4 11.7

3.0 6.7 12.5 11. 2.2 4.9 10.1 11.3

* Programs are those scheduled broadcast during the pel4ad of Nov. 14-20. Excluded are i ovies" and "special's,"

For each program, the'number of respondentOariefiligtltl. See Appendix B for sample sizes.

** The three levels' are distinct and do not overlap..'
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Tabie 64 (cont'd)

. ,

Tuesday Programs:

Time

B' cast

Local TV news. . . . . -4-4:630

To Tell the Truth. . 6430

Adam 12 630-7

Partridge Family . 630 -7

The Muppets 630-7

,Baa Baa Black Sheep. 7 - 8

Happy Days 7-730

Laverne & Shirley. . 730-8

MASH 8-830

Police Woman 8 9

Rich Man, Poor Maki) 8,- 9

One Day at ajime. . 830-9

Family 9 - 10

Police Story ,9 - 10

Switch 9 - 10

Wednesday Programs:.,

Local ''TV news '

To Tell the Truth. .

ham 12

Partridge Family . . .

The Jeffersons

Good Times

Hollywood Squares.

Ball Four.

All ih the 6i y.

Alice

The Blue Knight. . .

The Quest

,t=t

6.630

63077

630 -7

630 -7

7-730

7.730

730-8

8-830

830-9

9 -10

9 -10

Note High, School Graduate

"A Favorite" lon't Like"

Fath- Chil- Fat0,

ers dren ers dren

A High. School Graduate

"A Favorite" ,"Don't Like"

Fath- Chil- Fath- 157:

ers Oren ers dren

58.7% 1.7% 2.1% 35.9% 54.9% 4.1% 1.7%

29.6 15.4 16.2 22,3 17.0 14.7

26.4 21.9 15:8 21.1- 20.3 14.9 13.3

24.7 55.6 .23,6 3.5 13.9 57.2 20.6

10.2 22.3 9.5 12.5 11.3 24.4 5.9

.26.1 31,1 10.6 16:6 26.0 29.8 4.1

43.2 87.5 8.0, 41.7' 85.2 5.4

17.5 69.7 .27.4 4.6 17.5, 66.7 22.6'

21.1 46.3 26:0 16.1 27.1 '47.5 17.6

23.2 33.4 15.9 21.1 27.3 16.3

21.3 32.2 27.2 22.4 19.5 27.4 23.4

9.4 39.9 19.2 7.3 43.9 '14,8

18.9 41,8 19..6 . 11.8 14.9 41.1 '16.9'

26.5 a 21.0 12.5 16.8 21.6 10.8

20.4-1' 27.2 12.4

.16.8

'17.5 26.0 8.7

58.7. '1,7 3,1 33.8 54.4, 4.6 1.6

31.7 17.1 14.6 15.4 22.3. 18.2 14.6

25.4 25.5 16.3. 21.0 20,5 22.9 14.3.

24.6 55.1 21.5: 4.2 14.9 57.4 20.3

20.5 30:8 21.9 11'.2 12.5 26,5 21.1

30.4' 51.6 15.5 7.0 17.6 47.8 12.1

11.4 6.7 27.8 48.8 12,5 4.5 25.0

3.5 16.3 10.9 8.1 2.1\17.1 10.9

29:7 46.5 24.8 10.2 28.0 44.4 19.5

6.0 25.7 17.3 12.7 6.5 25.1 .14.0

17.6 16.1 11.6' 21.8 15,2 14.0 7.3

18.0 32,0 4,9 9.2 14.7 23.7 4.1

32.4

17.9

23.6

9,0

12.7

1.1

4.1

10,3

17,8

22,1.

12,4

12.7

24.0

12.5:

30.9

16.9

22.1

5.7

13.3

8.1

48.7

9.3

11.5

12.2

15.6

47 . 8

1 or more Years of college

"A Favorite" "Don't 'ke"

Fath- Fath- '11-

ers dren ers . dren

51.5% 4.0%

3.4 15.0

11.3 22.4

2.0 49.6

9.7 24.1

1.1.9 29.8

35.0 84.5

11.8 64.4

31.1. 52.0

14.5 20.6

12.5 18.2

s7.8 .43.2

1.8% .29.1%

20.5 18,7

23.6 28.1

24.9 7.3

6.3 9.5

5.9 11.9

8.3 0.9

'25.2 '7.3

18.9 12.1

25.5 24.7'

22.9, '23.6

17.5 12.4

7.7 34.9 ,,)

17.7 119-, 17

17:2 28,2

,51.6

13.5

11.4

11.5

10.5

14.3

9.2

1.8

30.0

4.7

11.0

9.5

.410.

4

4.7 1.7 28.7

15.3 19.3 .17.4

15.8 . 23.4 28.2

49.7 24.0 7.4

21.0 22.4 17.6

35.9 17.6 10.4

4.5 28.9 51.3

13.3 10.4 9.3

44,4 )8.6 12.3

21.6, (13:1 12.0

10,.5 11.8 17.9

18.5 6.6 9.1

V

See footnotes at the bottom of the first'page of the table.



Table 64 .(c,ont'd)

Thursday Programs:

Time

B'cast

Notilitqh School. Graduate A High School Graduate

0

1 or more years of college

"A Favorite" "Don't Like" "A Favorite" "Don't Like" "A Favorite" "Don't Like"
Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

ers dren ers dren

)'
58.3% 2.1% 2.5% 33.8%

31.7 15.9 14.4 14.9

27.0 25.6 17.0 23.2

23.2 X55,1 24.2 4.6

2.5 1.4 5.4 14.6

14.6 48.4 15.3 5.3

25.2 75.6 30.9 1.4

23.0 33.6 9.5 16.8

2B.6 25.7 15,5 20.1

10.4 22.0 30.7 21.7

6.1 28.5 30.9 20.1

27.4 18.7 12.5

14.3 32.1 26.8 11:2

36.7 28,0 10,6. 22.4

59.3 2.8 2.5 33.7

31.7' 16.2 14.4 13.,7

26.7 24.8 17.1 .23,8

7/.1 7.3 21.1 15,7

23.5 57.0 23.2 3.8

27.2 57,1 22.3 10.8

1848 5.9 35.5 53.3

38.0 47.7' 14.1. 12.3

.20.9 44.1 22.3 15.0'

29.8 31.5. 8.5 13.3

.10.3 15.0' 11.7 15.0

Fath- Chil-

ers dren ers dren.

54,3% 5.1% 1.6% 31.7%

22.5 16.8 13.7 17.4

20.3 21.7 . 13.8 21.4'

14.8 57.9 20.5 5.9

1.0 11.2

'7,5 X6 ;9 10.2 3.7,

27.0 79.0V 19.6 1.9

25.6 30.4 17.2 20.4

23.2 22.9, 15.7 .23.4

7.0 22.7 18.4 ,16.8

4.1 26:3 Z2.8 16.7

19.6 18.4 12.7 ,26.9

15.6 41.5, 17.8 9.7

30.0 23.8 11.3 24.3

A

55:7 4.6 1.4 30.2

16.7 .13.4 17.3

120.5 21.9 o 13.9 21.2

7.7 ,7,2 16.3 14.4

15.5 57.5 20..5 6.1

25.5 61.4 16.9 9.9.

18.4 3.4 28.6 '56.3

26.4 39,8 1/.5 '13.2

13.8, 35.0,25.0 .12.5

26.6 354 ' 8(.9 15.7

10.7 15.7 12.1 11.2

Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

ers dren ers dren

51.6% 4.9% 1.8% 27.9%

14,1 15.0 19.6 17,7

10.9' 15.5 23.2 28.4

11.6 5010 24.3 7.1

1.7, 0.8 1.0 10.8

3.2 33.7 12,6 4.5

27.4 74.8 18.7 2.7

23.3 29.4 15.7 19.2

15.2. 21.5 21.9 25.6

.9.3 21.1 12.7 14.0

3.4 22.9 16,5 15.1

14.5 13.7 19.3 25.1

16.2 38.1 11.9 7.0

22.8 18.2 13.2 22.6

51.4 5.0 .8 '27.5

14.2 15.5 19.2 17.5

11.0 15.5 23.1 27.4

7.1 5,9 12.6 16.3

11.9 49.8 24.7. 7.4

18.1 50.2 19,5 12.6

11.6 2.0 34.6 61.6

21.4 33.8 21,2 13.9

10.3 28.1 26,0 17.3

23.7 31.5 11.4 23.6

7.4 12.8 15.9 9,6

Local TV news

To Tell the Truth. . .

Adam 12

partridge Family

This Week: Looking In.

Gemini Man . . .

Welcome Back, Kotter

Barney Miller. . ,

Hawaii Five-0., . . .

Tony Randall Show..

'Nancy Walker Show. .

Barnaby Jones

Dick.Van Dyke & Co..

Streets SaftFranqsco

Friday Programs:

6-630'

4

6-6306/

630-7

630-7

630-7

7 - 8

7-730

730.8

8; 9.

8-830

830-9

9 -10

9 -10

10 - 10

6-630

6-630

630.7

630-7

650 -7

'7,- 8

'7 - 8

7-730

730-8

, 8 - 9

9 - 10

Local TV news. . . . .

To Tell the Truth. , .

Adam 12

['Andy Williams

Partridge Family .

Donnie Marie , .

'Lawrenc'e Welk

Sanford and Son. . .

Chico and the Man. . .

Rockford Files . :

Serpico

See footnotes at.the bottop of the firstpage of the table.
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Sat:4y Programs:

r

Table 64 (cont'd)

Not a sigh School Graduate A High School Graduate 1 or more years 'of college

"A Favorite" "Don't Like",',J- "A Favorite" "Don't 'Like' "A Favorite" "Don't Like"
Time Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

B'cast ers dren ers dren ers dren ers Oren ers Oren ers dren'

Local TV news 6-630 58.5% 2.1% 3.1% 34.0%

Hollywood Squares. . 6-630 11.0 5.3 28.4 46.3

Dolly 630-7 . 21,9 11.8 14.1 34.3

Hee Haw 1 630-730 38.6 :18.4 16.5 41.0

Emergency 7 - 8 37.6 51.1 8.0 6.1

Holmes & Yoyo , 7-730 24.3 64.7 12.7 3.5

Doc 730-8 4.6 11,4 16.2 18.1

Mr. T. & Tina 730-8 11.3 42.8 22.9 9.9

Mary Tyler Moore Show 8-830 9.2 20.1 32.7 23.9

Starsky & Hutch. . 8 - 9 42.8 82.9 12.3 1.4

.Bob Newhart Show 830-9 . 9.7 8.3 31.5 22.9

Carol Burnett Show . 9 -10 16.2 35.2 31.7 19.4

lost Wanted 9 - 10 19.4 26.5 '9.7 8.2

55.0% 1.2%

11.8 4.7

12.8

35.1

34.4

21.0

3.7

7.4

13.0

40.6

12.2

19.5

15.1

8.5

14.5

49.4

61.3

12.8

39.7

24.0

81.2

21.0

42.0

21.6

1.8% 30:9%. 51.2% 4.3% 1.9% 28.4%

23.8 47.8 8.7 4.3 27.8 50.7

11.7 32.9 5.6' 4,8 9.9' 31.9

14.2 39.2 18.9 8.1 27.5 54.1

8.6 6.5 21.7 ,39.9 13.6 9.6

11.7 6.2 12 7 61,9 15.5 5.3

10.9 17.5 '3.4 11.6 8.9 16.6

19.2 13.3 ,3.8 '34.5 23.3 16.4

26.6 21.7 19.9 27.6 18.1 18.9.

12.1 2.7 27.4 74.8 19.0' ,3.7

22.3 20.2 19.0 26.3 17.5 18.2

22.2 14.1 19.9 45.4 22.1 11.7

5.6 8.5 8.7 19.0 7.9 9.0

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.
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Fourteen programs were'less popular with fathers who reported one or
more years of college education:

"World of Disney" "Donnie and Marie"
"Delvecchio" "Lawrence Welk"
"Baa Baa Black Sheep: . "Serpico"
"Happy Days" , "Hee Haw"
"Laverne and Shirley" . "Emergency"
"Police Woman" . "Holmes and YOye
"Rich Man, Poor Man II" "Starsky and Hutch"

I
The attitudes of the children paralleled those of their fathers in every case
except "Baa Baa Black Sheep," "HA*, Days,"- and."Holmes and Yoyo."

Despite the lack of a "trend," two other programs reflected the effects
of the fathers' level of formal schooling. "Kojak" and "The 'Jeffersons" .

werimore popular with fathgrs who had not graduated from high school,'and\-,
the children's attitudes were parallel.

'
Effects of the mother's formal schooling. I V-able 65, it will be seen

that the mother's-level of formal schooling appeared-to affect the attitudes.
toward a large number of programs.

The higher the e4cational level of the motherg, the more popular were
"60 Minuteg," "The Muppets," "MASH," "Mary Tyler Moore Show," and the "Bqb--
Newhart Show." The

,doildren)s
attitudes paralleled those of their mothers.

(

The lower the.. educational level, the more popular were tylpnty-
programs:

"Six Ilion Dollar/Man"
"Sonn aid Cher"
"Kojak"
"Adam 12"
"Captain and Tennille.
"Police Woman"
"Rich Man, Poor/Man II"
"Family"
"Police Story."

"The Jeffersons"
"Good Times"
"The Quest"
"Gemini Man"

The children's attitudes paralleled those
except "Rockford Files."

Three other groups of programs
schooling.

"Nancy Walker Show"
"Ba'rnaby Jones"
"Streets of San Francisco"
"Donnie and Marie"
_Van-Ford and Sob"
"Chico and the Man"
"Rockford ,Files
"Dolly"
"Hee Haw"
"Emergency"
"Holmes and.Yoyo"
"Siarsky and Hutch"
"Most Wanted" '4

of their mothers-in ali cases

reflected the effects of the mother's.

1. More popular, with those who had not gr uated from high school
were: "Bill Cosby," "Sybil," "Delvecchio," "Maude,' Baa Baa Black Sheep,"



Table 65

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND GHIUREN'S ATTITUDES TOWARD TELEVISION
PROGRAMS'JN THE EVENINGS,,6:00-10:00

By Mothers' Highest Level of,formal Schooling**

.

Not a High School Graduate

lA Favorite" "Don't Like"

A High School Graduate

"A Favorite" . mOon't Like"

Moth- Chil-

ers dren
Sunday Protams:.

Time

B'cast

Moth-

ers

Chil-

dren

Moth-

ers

Chil-

dren

Moth-

ers

Chit=

dren

Bill.Cosby Show. . 6 - 7 23.4% 453% 20.3% 6.5% .17.4% 46.9%
60 Minutes . . , , , 6 - 7. 22.0 1.8 11.5 42.6 '2'31.6 1.8

.World of Disney. 6 7 57.6 38.9 ib.4 1.8 63.0 35.5
Six Millioh.Dollar Man 7 --8 32.2, .63.4' 13.7 q;,'1.5 17.9 55.0
Sony & Cher/Show. . . 7 8 12.5 20.1 46.1 28.6 8.0 18.0
,y0k1 (The Big Event). 7 - 10 19.1 29.5 16.2 10.0 16.2 25.9
Kojak ' 8 = 9 25.7 ,14.7 23.9 35.1 15.1 11.8
Delvecchio 9 - 10 8.7 12.2 123 15.4 5.6 7.4

Monday Programs:

Local TV news 6-630 50.3 5:4 1.8 38.3 49.7 4.0
To,Tell the 'Truth. . 6-630' 32.2 17.7 14.0 l5.9 3 15.6
Adam 12. .. . .. ,630-7 26.5 30.2 15.5 19.2 1.3 20.7
Partridge Family . , 630-7 28.0 64.3 '18:2 5:2 27.8. '58.0
Wild4Kingdom 630-7 e 43.0 25.5 8.0- 24.2 43.1 21.5'
Captain & fennille . . 7'- 8 30.4 .76.0 .22.4 4.7 27.4 69.8
Little House on Prairie 8 55.8 43.0 5.1 12.3 55.5 39.3
Rhoda 7-730 12.9 ' 25.1 35.7 22.6 13.0 24.0
Phyllis 730.8 8.2 20.3 36.2 27.3 7.8 18.2,
Maude 8-830 19:2 ,26.2 "'39.5 20.3 12.8 21.6
Mbnday Nite Football . 8 - 11 , 16.2- -38.8 50.0 36.5 21.1 37.1
All's Fair 830-9 '7.2 25.6 16.0. 13.3, 4.8 19.6
,Executive Suite. . . 9 10 9.4 8.1 14.2 15.6 5,4 6.0'

1 or more years of college

"A Favorite" "Don't Like
Moth- Chil- Moth- Chi]. -

ers drer4 ers .dren

1943% 6.2%

.

4.7 46.6 41.9

0.4 2.9 56.8

21.1 6.4 14.0

50.2 30.9 5.8

12.8 12.2 15.8

31.5 39.8 12.4

14S 16.1 4.4

.

39.7%

4.2

.28.5

48.8

11.1

23.8

11.5

6.3

1.1 35.2 51.9 4.5

10.4 .18.2 27.2' 14.6

22.2 23.9 7.2 12,9

14.0 5.6 21.8 50.1

6.1 28.3 41.4 17.8

13.0 4.2 £21.4 , 61.5

4.5 15.7 -49.4 34.7

29.6 20:8, 11.1 24.4

32.4 .26.7 8.1 17.5

43.1 26.9 10.1 20.8

37.3 32.6 19.7 38.7,

14.1 10.6,, , 2.9 18r6,

13.2 11.1 3.0 5.1'

17.6% 6.6%

4.0 42.7

1.0 2.9

22.6 6.4

51.0 37.6

12.1 13.3

35.5 37.1

15.7 15.6

0.7 30.4

11.0 16.2

28.7 28.7

15.4 8.3

5.2 26.4

14.7 6.4

5.4 17.9

33'.1 20.4

30.8 27.0

45.9 30.7

32.1 26.9

12:1 -10.9,

11.1 10,6

* Programs, are those scheduledfor broadcast during the period pf Nov. 14-20. Excluded are "movies" and fispecials.";
For each. program, the number of respondents varied slightly. See Appendix B fob mple iZes.

** The three le els are distinct and do not, overlap.

35'4' , '353.



Tuesday Programs

Time

B' cast

Table 65 (cont'd)

Not a High School Graduate A High School 6:41uate 1 or more years 'of college

"A Favorite" "Don't Like" "A Favorite" ,"Don't Like" "A Favorite" "Don't Like"
Nth- Chil- Moth- Chil- ,Moth- Chil- Moth- ,Chil- Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil-
ers dren ers 'dren ers , dren ers dren ers dren ers dren

Local TV news

To Tell the Truth.
.

Adam 12

6-63Q

6-630

630.7

`50,4%

29:7

25.1

5.4

20.4

30.2

Partridge Family . . 630-7 27.7 '62

. The Muppets 630-7 14.7 23.1

Baa Baa Black Sheep. 7 8 11.8 .29.9

Hippy Days 7-730

laverne & Shirley. . . 730-8 35,3 73.6

MASH 8.830 20.3 38.4

Police Woman! 8 = 9 32.1 37.

rich Man4,Poor Man II. 8 - 9 27.9 34,1

IDne Day at a.TiMe. 830-9 12.1, 39.9

Family - 10 ;38.9 49.4'

Police Story . 9 24.6 28.5

Switch 9 - 10 17.9 29.8

Wednesday Programs:

Local TV news . 6-630 50.8 5.4

JO Tell the Truth. . . 6-630 30,4 20,9

Adam 12 63Q-7 25.3 33.1,

Partridge Family . 630-7 ,28.7 62.0

-vThe Jeffersons . . 630-7 25,0 36.7'

Good Times . . . 7-730 35.8 , 58.9

Hollywood Squares. . 7=730 18,5 6.6

Ball Four 730-8 2.4 15.8

All in the Family. , 8-830 31.0 49.0

Alice. . ... 830-9 9.6 .25.7

/ The Blue Knight. 9 = 10 15., 19.3

The Quist 9 - 10 18..0 29.0

1.5% 34.5%

14.7 16.6

16.7 18.7

17.4. 3,9

6.7 10.4

11'.8 17.6

19.2 3.9,

31.3 16.1

15,6

24.6 25.0

16.3 Jf0.4

13.6 '11.3

12.3 17.3

12. 15.5

1.6

14.9

15.1

17.1

14.4

11.9

26.3

12.2

21.3

16.3

10.9

7.8

48,2% 3.6%

29.8 16.7

11.8 ' 19.5 ,

27.2 57.3

18.1 .23.7

7.9 26.8

55.6 87.1c.

32.2, V.3

23.7 48:3,

16.9 , 25.6

23.4 26.2

14.0 44;9

32.0 40.8

11.2 , 16.0

14.2 25.7

1.4% 34.6% 51.2% 4.3%

10.5 17.1, 27,1 16.3.

21.1 . 24.1( 1,2 143.2

12.8 5.8 21.6 48.9

3,8 10.3 20.7 25.0

7.6 14.4 8.7 30.6

5.1, . '47.9 83.6

19.0 . 21.8 65.0

27.1 1 ,5 28.0 52.2

24.7 22.1 14.4 20.5

20.9 22.4 14.5 ",18.6

19.1 11.7 '14.3 42.4

13.5 13.2 22.1 34.3

19.1 23.6 8.2 ,12.5

15.1 12.11 13.6 27.3

0.7%

11.3

27.8

14,3

4.1'

8.4

6.6

20.6

22.5

33.4

23.2

18.4

15'3

26.8

15.4

35.8 48.2 4.3 1.1 32.1 51.9 4.7 0.7

16.2 '30.7 17.6 10.2 17.0 27.4 16.7 11.2'

18.8 11.7 21.2 21.3 24:7 6.2 '14.0 29.3

4.9 27.5 56.7, 12.8 6.0' 21..6 48.4 13.9'

11.1 16.6 26.3 17.6 13'.4 12.7 431120.5
4.5 21.8- '45.5 14.0 8.7 15.2 36.5 '16.8

50.7 .19.6 5.3 20.8 50.5. 13.2, 4.3 23.0'

10.9 1.9 :16,5 7.b '8.6 1.8 12.1 8.8

11.3 27.3 , 44.1 23.7 -11.0 2415 45.3 24.7

13.2 8.7 25.6 10.8, 11.4 7.8. , 23.2 13.4

18.4, 8.4 11.0 12 ;6 17.7 7.3 '9,8 13.9

10.2 12.8, 23.1 4.8'. 8.1 7.4 .19.0 4.8

Seq lootnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table:
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,

0*

29.7%1

17(.5

29.9

'8.0

9.5

12.3

''1.2

9.8

23.2

23'8

11.6

13,9

22.8

12.9

28.9

16.0

28.6

7.8

1/.4

'10:2

51.1

10.0

11.6

12.6

17.8

9.6



Table 65.(cont d)

1

Thursday Programs:

Local TV news

To Tell the.Truth.

is12. .

Par rid e0Family . . .

This 41c, Looking In

Gemini Man

Welcome Back, Kotter

Barney Miller

Hawaii Five-0. .

Tony Randall Show. . ,

Nancy Walker Show. .

Barnaby Jones. . . .

Dick Van Dyke & Co.:

Streets San Francisco.

Friday Programs:

Local TV 1166

To Tell the Truth .

Adam 12 . , .. . . .

Andy.Williams

Partridge Family .

Donnie Marie

Lawrence Welk-

Sanford andPSoff. . .

Chico and the Man. .

Rockford Files . .

. Ser co. . . ..

Time'

B'cast

Not a High School Graduate A High School Graduate 1 .or more years of college

'A Favorite' "Don't riTer

Moth- Chil -'. Moth-. Chil-

ers dren ers dren

%

6-630 50.0% 5.7% 1.6%

'6-630 30.8 18.8 14.4

630-7 25.1 ,32'.0 15.8

630-7 27.9 62,,8, 16.2

630-7 1.6 z,11.8\ 4.4

7 -,8 16.2 49,4 10.9

7-730 '3b.4' 81.7 21,5

730-8 22.9 36.6 24.9

8 - 9 24.6 30.3 16.6

,8-830 12.0' . 25.5 23.6

830 -9 13.8 30.6 23.6

9 10 27.8 .24.5 11.4

9 -10 16.0 3a.7 .21.1

9 -10 35.8 33.0 10.0

6-630 '51.1 5..8 4 -1.1

6-630 30.8 19.8 14.4

,:630-7 25.6 ',31.9 15.1

630.7 ,. 11.3 9,2 15.7

630T.7 27.2' 62.1 17.9

)63.3 -15,3

-'8 5.0 41.2

7-730 '35.8 54.1 18.4

711-8 47.i 24.5

8 20 32.1 11.8

9 - 10 .10,0 19.6 11.6

33.1%

15.6

18.2

4.3

16.7

4.8

1.4

18.2

20.7

17.2

17.9

211.8

11.6

19.6

"A Favorite' 'Don't

Moth- Chil-

ers dren

48.4%' 4.6%

Mot 1

ers dren

1.2% 33.7%

29.6 16,7 '10.3 117.4 .

10.9 20.9 21.2 '25.0

26.9 56.5 '13.4 5.9

0.5 1.0 0.6 12.0

5.5 '36.3 9.2 4.6

30.8. 77.2 18.1 1.7

.20.1 29.0 24.1 20.5

14.0 '20.1 25.2, 26.5.

12.0 ''23.0 15.2 . ,'

, 11:9 27.0 17.4 16.2

15.3 15.7 14.9 , 28.q

20.8 )°39.3 11.1 ,10.3

25.8 22.9' 11.7 24.7

'32.9 48.5

15.L. 29.5

18.6 11.3

16.7 ,15.1

192:;, 38.2

49.3 20.6

10.6 17,9

9.1 11.3

14e5 22.7

12.9 6.1

4.4 32.2

LL

,1.2

10.4 '16.9

20,8 20.8' 24.6

7.5 7.7 14.2

56.2 12.9 6'.2

59.31 11.8 10.1

3.6 29.3 58.0

37.9 26.1 13.2

33 .' 27.6, 1'3.5

32.9 , 135 15.2

13.3 13.7 11.0

"A Favorite" Like"

11th- Chil- Moth- Chil-

ers. dren ers dren

51.0%. 5.3% 0.8% 28.9%

27.1 15.8 11,2 16.8'

6.8 °13.7. S.9 29.3

.21.2 49.0 13.8 7.5

,1.2 0.6 1.0 .11.2

2.9 34.7 9.9 3.9

,34.5 75.3 18.1 2.8

20.7 30.6' 21.3 18.1

11.3 22.6 30.1 23.8

12.2 22.2 12.5 -15.7

9.1 24.1 17.3 .16.0

14.3 13.9 18.2 25.0,

21.9 39.3 9.9

19.1 17.2 18.5. 23.1

. See fdot otes at the bbttom of the first page,of the table.

51:2 5.3

26.9 ' 17.0

.6.8 13.6

15.3 5.8

21.4 49.1

28.0 50.7

15.1 2.8

13.7 34.2

8.8 29.7

16.9 32.6

5.4 11(8

r

(

0.8 27.8

11.'.4 .15.5

.28.1 27.9

.8.7 ,16.5

14.1' 8.2

154 13.7

35.1 59:3''

128.9 13.3

29.8 17'.5

17.7, 13.9 ,

20.7 '10.8



Table 65 (cont'd)

Time

Saturday Programs: B'cast

Hollywood S uares. (630

Local TV 'news. . . 630

Dolly. . 630-7

Hee Haw 630-730

Emergency 7 - 8

Holmes & Yoyo 7-730

73

Mr. TA Tina'

Kary. Tyler,Moore . 87830

Starsky & Hutch. . . , 8,- 9
.Bob Newhart pow. . 830-9

Carol BurnetkShow . '9' - 10

Most 'Wanted 9,- 10

t.,:1)00 '4

Not a Hi hool Graduate'

Favorite'' "Dona like

Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil-

ers dren ers dren

A 'High School Graduate 1 or more years of collep
'11A fayorite'' "Donrt like" 'A Favoritet "Don,!'t like,"

l(oth- Chil- Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil-. Moth-, Chil-,h
ers dren ers dren ers , dren' ers dren

v
50.6% 5:5% 1.6% 34.2% 48.1% 4.0% 1.2% 32.2% 50.5% 4.61 0.9%

17.7 6.,9 26.9 52.2 26.0 '4.7 20.2 .48.4 , 14.3 3,9 22.6
17.7 14.1. 19.0 33.9'

28.6 20.8, :25.01 42.0

49,2 56.9 5.1 6.2,
24.0. 67.5 18.2 4.6

7-.0 16.1 12.9 18.0'

9.8 47.5 27.2 9.,1'

14.1 24.9 ,33.2 23.8

57.5 84.2,, 7.6 1.8

13.1 20.0 ',31.1 21.1,

31. '40.1 '21';2' 1,7.3

20.0 41,7 6:1 10.8

12.9 8.0 13.5, 31:8'

23,11 12'./ 26".8 43.0

38.9 45.9 6.6 7.8

16.8h .62,6 13.7 4.7

5,3 13,9 9.4 16.0

4.7 .39.8 21.7, 14.0
20.2 24.2 21.6 19.3

80.3 13.8 3.1

19.8 21,6 21.4 19.2

31.3 '40.,8 16.7 14.8

9.4 21.1 5.6 8.7

3.0 4.1 19.4 32.1

'10.0 8'3 45.0 55.7

29,5 38.6 10.9 9.5

.13.3 60.0 14.8 6.0 II
4.7 10.8 10.8 ,16.9
3.9 33.6 23.5 17.2

29.3 29.4 17.2 ,18.6

24.1 73.3 '22.5 4.1

25.7 P28.0 16.1 18,.9

33.6 41.5 14.3 11.2

5.5 16.6 7. 10.5

),1
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"Switch," "All in the Family," "The Blue Knight," "Hawaii Five-0," "Serpico,"
and "M . T. and Tina." Children's attitudes paralleled those of their'
mothers in every case.

Less Popular with those who had not graduated from high school
were Monday 4TITFootball," "Dick VanDyke and Co.," and "Andy Williams."

`" In these., instances there,were no parallels in the children's attitudes,
, 'the latter reflecting no important effects of-the mothers' schooling.

3. Less popular'with the mothers who had one or more years of
college, were "Partridge Family," "Little House on the Prairie," Happy
Days," "Laverne and Shirley," and "Hollywood Squares." 'Children's attitudes
paralleled those of their mothers in every case. 0

41

Attitudes- of Parents and Childeen Toward
Saturday Morning Television Programs

Saturday morning television traditionally has been considered the
"exclusive province" of children. Most of the programs are beamed primarily
toward children who probably have mare control overyrogram selection on
:Saturday morning-that at any other time of the broadcast week, although no'
empirical studies have been uncovered that support that assertion. As it .

Will be seen, however,AMe parents apparently db view and have attitudes
tOward Saturday morning programs.

On their questionnaires, parents were asPed to report their attitudes
toward twenty-four broadcast from 7:00 A.M. to noon. The
list of programs and t h e itudinal'choices viere,identical to those provided
to the children. The instrUctions at the beginning of Section II of the -.(-

quesOonnaire requested parents to:report how they ',feel" about each.
Prograqi the choices. be:''"It's one of my favorites";'nf's allvrightTso...c
so").," "I dbn't like it"; or "I have never seen it."

The tables presented in this,Chapter db not thow.the percentages of
respondentswho had "never seen" a, given program. As.might be expected, a

,

much-greater 'percentage of children thmparents,were familiar with the
Saturday moninb programs.' For the tWalityrfoue Peograms,g an average was
Computedofthe P ercentages who reported they had "never seeh"eacji, For
thefourArbupS-L-fathers, mothers, boyS,and'girls--the ay4ragepeeEptages.'
reporting, unfamiliarity were 0.1%60.1%, 22.6% and 29.1, respectitely. In

short,: mothers anckboys proportidnately,were more familiar than faOlers and
girls With the Saturday Morning lineup.

The- program witvwhich the fathers and mothers were most familiar was
"BUgs'Bunny/Road'Runner";.the-percentages. rePorting they ,had "never seen itV-2
yeed,.35.9% and 29.8%;"respectively; the least faMifiar program with the paters
Was "clue Club"; the percentages pf fathers and.Mothers reporting they had
never seen .it were 86.9 and 434.5%; respectively. AL

-11
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The program with which both boys and girls were most familiar was "The
Pink Panther"; the percentages who, had never sen\it were only 5.8% and 7.0%,
respectively.TheprogramsleastfamiliartobOysand girls were "Muggsy"
(43.9%)"and "Ark II" (60.5%),

The disparity between parents' and children's familiarity with the
programs does 'rather strongly demonstrate that Saturday morning is the
period for children's programs and children's viewing.

Aeverthelessz, for the twenty-four programs the average percentages
of fathers and mothers who expressedattitudes were approximately 33%
and 40%, respectively.

From.the selection of choices onan impersonal self - administered
questionnaire, it is impossible to determine if the attitudes expressed by
the,parents represent their own personal preferences, or if they reflected

what the parents=consider "good" or "bad" for their children. /n either
case the parents,' attitudes may form,the basis of 'dance provided to their
children The.amount of guidance that is provided will a nalyzed in the
next chapter.

. In Tables 66 and 67', the ten "most Savored" and the ten-"moA disliked"
Saturday morning programs are listed for the...,,parentS and children, -respectively.

Y.

Effects of the respondelp. sex uporr.attitudes

Fathers.' and mothers' attitudes. ,In Table 66, a-fair15, high degree of
correspondence was observed in the parents reports. For both parents, the
"favorite" and "disliked" lists included the same ten programs. However, the
attitudes and the "rankings" of the programs varied slightlyamong'fathers'and
mothers.

Both parents appeared,to have a greater preference for an4mated cartoons
than for children's dramas. Seven of the stop ten favorites were cartoons.
The three` rograms most disliked by-parents were "children's live-action"
dramas.

Both parents Cso expreSsed a strong preference for the sole new =
program among the twenty-four. listings, "In the News." The latter ranked
first and third among the mothers'and'fathers' preferentes, respectively.
As will be seen Ain Table 67, hoWever, that enthusiasm for news was not shared
by their children.

A similar disparity between parents and children was observed in the
case of "School.HoUse Rock,nan informational/educational type Of program
whchappeared in the "top ten" of the parents' favorites, but which was
rdle9ated tithe list of programs most disliked,by the children.

- Boys-L-..and girls' attitudes. Table 67 reveals a fair degree,of consensus
boys andgirl in theit choice of favorite programs. Nine programs.

ap6 ed in the:list of the "top ten" favorites'of both boys anti girls.
CartoOns Weared to be more preferred ,by boys than Oris. The top three

I
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Table'66' .!

PARENTS' MOST "FAVORED" AND !DISLIKED" PROGRAMS ON SATVRDAY.M6RNING.

Most Favored Programs:

BAs.Bunny/Road Runner. ..

Pink Panther`
In the 'News . ..

u
" .

Sylvter &
'News .

WoodNibodpecker Show .

Fat Albert & Cosby Kid%
Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape . .

"Jr. Almost Anything Goes.
Scooby Doo/Dynomatt . . .

School House Rock e-

Percentage of: Ranked by :'
Fathers .Mothers Fathers Mothers

31,0%
-20.8

20.7
19.1

15.9
14.]

11.6
7.4
6.5
5.4

30.8%
3.4
31.5
22:3
17.5
23.2
13.3

,15.6
10.5
12.9

Most Disliked Programs:
-,.

.

,

-Shazam/Isis Hour' 13.8 15.0
.

1 2

d of the Lost. 12.3 16.5 2

M seer Squad 10.4 ,10.5
Scooby Doo/Dynomutt . . 9.0 , 8.9
Fat Albert,& Cos*Kids . 8.5 6.6
Kroffts Super Show. . 7.5 8.6
McDuff, the Talking Dog . 6.3 6.5
Ja AriJaw . . , . . ,/11. 5.9 6.3
Pi Panther . 5.9. ..7.9

Tarzan, Lord of the Jungle 5.8 7.1

1 g

g

3

4

5

6'
7

9

10.

2

3

1.

5

6

4

8

7

10

09

Tyne#

CTN
CTN
NEW
CTN
CTN
CTN

CTN
GAM
CTN

I/E

Time
B'cast

7:n
v7:3D
Atit

7:00S
7:00
11:00
7:00

11:00
8;30

Net/
St'n

CBS
NBC
CBS
CBS
NBC
CBS
ABC
ABC
ABC-

ARC

4

.J5
6

7

8

8

10

CDR 9:00
1 CDR 10:00
3 CDR . 9:30
4 CTN 8:30
8' CTN .11:00,
5 ,VAR 9:30
9 °M. 9:00

10 CtN 8:00
6 CTN.; 7:30
7 CTN 8:30

`CBS.

NBC
NBC
ABC
CBS

'`ABC

NBC
ABC
NBC,
CBSY'

* Broadcast at 7:25, 7:55, 8:25, 8:55, 9:55, 10:25,

**Broadcast at 7:55, 8:25, 9:25, 10:55, and 11:2.-

-
# - Type

1 :25, and-11:55-...,0

CDR'= "Children's action" drama
'CTN = "Animated cartoon"

= Information, and Educati&
GAM = "Games" prog&m.
NEW = News & cuerentevents.
VAR F "Children's variety" show

3 6 1

4

404
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Table 67

CHILDREN'S. MOST "FAVORED" AND "DISLIKED" PROGRAMS ON SATURDAY MORNING

Ten Most Favored Programs: '

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner. . 61.01
Scqpby/Doo/Dynomutt . . 55.9'
Pink ranther. . . . . '-55.8
Jr. Almbst Anything Goes. 47.'61,
Fat Albert .& Cosby Kids;. 45.5'
Kroft Super Show. . . 44.1
Sylvester & Tweety. . . 42.6.

Percentage of: Ranked
.Boys Girds Boys

Tom & Jerry /Grape Ape , . 42.6
4 2 . 2. 42.2

Tarzan, Lord of the Jungle 40.9
Land of the LOst

Ten, Most Disliked Programs:

`40.5% 1

48.5,, 2
43.7 2
50.3 4
35.1 5.
52.3 - 6

41.2 7.
st. 7

9 .
*

35.0
10
*

b

G

6
3
3

"2

Shazam/Isis Hour. . .
In the News
School House Rock

40,..1
30:0 h
23.2 a

.land of the-LoSt. 21.2
Kroffts Super Show. 16.3
Muggsy 15-.6 .

Kids from C.A.P.E.R.. . 15.3

22.9
.40.9
13.1
19.4
13.1-
*

McDuff, the Talking Dog. 14.1
Big John, Little John . . *
Monster Squad . . . 124 *-
Way Out Games . . . 12:: 3
Fat Albert & Cosby411: * - 14.3
Tarzan, ,Lord of the -Juitgle r4r

Pink Panther. . : , . .

Ark,II ... '11:5
Bugs 13Emny/Ro.ad. R'unrier. . * 10:2

1
2
3
4
5
6

8
9

10
1 0

*-

*

Time Net/
Type# B/cast St'n

CTN 7:30 ,CBS
CTN .8:30 ABC
CTN 7:30 NBC
GAM 11,t00
CTN j1:00
VAR (1:30
CTN/ 7:00
CPU 7:00
CTN. 8:00
CTN 8:30
CDR' 10:00

ABC
CBS

ABC
CBS

ABC
ABC
CBS
NBC

2 , CDR 9;00
1 NEW **------ CBS
6 I/E *** -ABC
3 CDR 10;00 ' NBC
6 VAR 9:30 ABC

CDR 11:30 NBC
CDR 11:00 - NBC
CTN 9:00 N8C
CDR 10:30 NBC.
CDR 9:30 NBC
GAM 11:30 CBS
CTN 11:00 CBS
CTN 8:30 CBS
CTN 7:30 NBC
Mk_ 10:00 CBS
CTN 7:30 CBS

*
*
*

*
4

8
9

10

*Not ranked in the !Up -fen." 7

**Broadcast at 715, 7:55,,8:2.5; 8:55, '9:55, 1(1;25, 10:55,
***Broadcast at 7:55, 8:25,, 9:25, 10:55, am:VIL ,25. .'

''', .
# - . Ty p e

CDR. ''Ciiildiren',s acticif.
CTN- "Anima.ted"cartogni'''
I/E = Inform n & EduC
G4M ..- '"Ga rain .,---''
NEW - Ne'iii rrerit ,eve

,, : VAR = "Chits variety: show

11:25, and 11:55.

363
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favorites of boys were animated cartoons. The top two favorites of the
girls,on the other hand, were "Kroffts Super Show",(a variety show) and
Almost Anything Goes" (a "games" show).

There was considerable disparity between the boys 11:1 girls in their
respective lists of disliked programs: Only five programs appeared on the
lists of both.

146 6'4

The children appeared vs, parallel their'parents' attituddt-toward,
"Shazam/Isis Hour,"?a children's action-drama. Among fathers and boys, it
was.the-most disliked program. Among mothers and daughters, it was the second
most disliked program.

As noted earlier, "In the News" did not appeal equally to both parents"
and children. That program was ranked first and second in the "disliked
lists." of girls and boys, respectively. This finding is consistent with
the attitudes expressed by both"parents and children toward "Local TV News"
-broadcast in the evenings. Apparently, news programs do not have high
appeal -Ur children at any time of the broadcast week, at least to children of
the ages covered by the survey.

' On balance, 'it appeared that children's live-action dramas were less
popular than animated cartoons among both boys and-girls. Only one live-,
action drama, "Land of the Lost," appe-ared,in the lists of the "top ten"
favorites, occupyihg ninth place on the girls' list. In contrast, seven
Jiye-action dramas appeared collectively in the boys' and girls' lists of
the-most disliked programs.

Table 613 reports thakattifAes of parents a d children toward each of
the twenty-four programs listed on the questio sire, including the percen-
tages who neither liked nor disliked each, bu instead reported it as "all
rightTso-so')." .AD

2"../

Di fferences attributable to va'r4i..4* es other than sex'

. 4
.

.'

In seven successive tables,attitudeS of parents and'their children
Will be analyzed on the basis of several variables7-grade2level-of the child,
'race, place of residence (urban/kiral),.and,age a formal schooling of the'

;parents. .:As was the practice in the earlier di-scetsion of-attifudes toward,
evening television 'programs,. only "highlights" and2i nificant differences,
will7te noted. The reader is invited to examine. the: tables. more closely,

. -4
depepding on-his pr,Lher curiosity. about the relati parative popufargty,..

-of specific programs.
i .6

o .C. , i o

Effects of the grade level bf-the student: The data in- .Table 69 in
--. dicateSthat the grade level Of.the studentAs:-an 4mportantyariab161 For ,

twenty-three of the .twenty -four programs, ihelpercentage of,parents reporting
each as a favorite was, lower among those wl'thlphildren'in junior high school a

than,among those with children in the gradqschools. TO one exception was
"Scooby, Doo/Dynomutt" which-was'Oreferred moll by parents of 'junior high ..

school students. .

t.

, , -

I/
c.

64,'

'...crs 1.
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,e

COMPARISON OF PARENTS1 AND CHILDREN'S ATTITUDES TOWARD

TELEVISION PROGRAMS ON SATURDAY MORNINGS'

- By Sex of Parents and Children -

T.)

rams:Pro

lime

B'cast

"1 of my favorites"

rarents Children

Men Women Boys Girls

9

42.6% 41.2% 32.1%

42.6 33.6 21.9

36.2 26.0 '31.6

17:3, 9.0 25.7

61 40.5 31.0

30.7 21.1 8.5

55.8 43.7-° 31:8

19.7 21.9 12:1

42.2 35.3 12.6

55:9 48.5 25.3

40.9 21.9 18.2

27.3 31.4: 12.8

18.3 27.0 24.6

44.1 52.3 N 11.1

37.0 21.2 14.2

27.1 12.6 11.0

Sylvester & Tweety. . 7-725 17:5% 22.3%

fom & Jerry/Grape Ape . 7-755 11.6 13.3

Woody Woodpecker Show . 7-730 15.9 17.5'

In the News2 725-730 20.7 31.5

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner. 730.825 31.0 30.8

Mumbly Show 710.755 2.3

Thg Pink Panther., . 730-9 20.8 23.4

Schbol House Rock': 755-8 5.4 12.9

Jabberjaw 8-825 3.3' 4.1

Scooby Doo/Dynomutt . 830-925 6.5 10.5

Tarzen,lord of Jungle:. 830-855 4.0 , 5.7

McDuff, the Talking Dog 9:930 3.2 5.1

Shazamnsis 'Hour. . 9'1,955

The Kroffts Super

Hour

930-1055

5.3

3.0

9.8

4.5

The Monster Squad 930-10 2.7 3.6

Ark II, 10-1025 1,8 2.8

Land of the LoS't. . . . 10-1030 5.1 7.1

Big John, Little John . 1030-11 2.4 5.6

Clue Club 101G-1055 1.6 1.9

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids 11,1125' 14.1 23.2

Jr. Almost 'Anything Goes 11-1125 7.4 15.6\

p Kids'frOm C.A.P:E.R : 11-1130 1.4 2.6

Muggsy 1130-12 2.0 3,6

'Way Out Games 1130-1155 3.6 6.4.

'1 right/so-so"

Parks, Children

Men Women. Boys Girls

35.0% 32.7%

30.1 35.5

35.3 30

25.2. 391

36.7 2a.

10.4 18.3

36.4 31.4

14.4 27.5

16.1 25.6

35.6 28.5;.,

19.7 22.1 Z

17.0' '24.1 21.

'5 21.0,

32.0. 41

15.2

1

14.9 .2 22.0

A9.9 23.3 15.4

316%

40.1

31.9

34.4

39.3

15.5

36.7

33.9 35.0 24.3 31,8 35.5 37.1

27.4 32.8' 12.0. i5.1 25.3. 22.3

33.1 20.8 7.6, 10.2 22.9, 19.2

45.5 354,1 33.9 39.2 35.9 43.2

47.6 50.3 19.3 26.4 30.8 30.1

26.1 27.5 8.8 11.7 17.9 20.7

,27.4 9.7 12.4 20.7 "7: 19.6

33.e 24.7 11.6 12.5 27.5 22.4

"I don't like it"

Parents Children

Men

2.9%

4.3

Women

, 2.6%

4.3

Boys

5.7%

8.6

Girls

4:7%

7.8

3.5 , 3.2 ,7.9i 8.1

2.5 '2.4 30.0 40.9

J2.1 2.7 4.5 ,0.2

3.8 3.7 9:8 7.2

5.9 . 7.9 7.0 12.6

4.0 3.0 23.2 13.1

5.9 6.3 ,10.9 9. U)

9.0 8.9 6.6 6.9

5.8 7.1. 10.7 )1.4

6.3 6.5 14.1

13.8 15.0 40.1 22.9
7.5 8.6 16.3 8.8

10.4 10.5 ,,12.3 13.1

4.3' , 4.9' '12.1 11.5

12.3 16.3 21.2 19.4

5.0 4.4 12:8 6.8 \,

3.9' 3.4 10.4 7.5

8.5 6.6 11.9 14.3

5.2 , .5.3 9.2 5.9

4.6 5.5 15.3 7.1

. 3.7 15.6

4,2 3.8 12.3 6.9

1 programs are those. scheduled for broadcast on NOY. 13. Excluded are "vies" and For each prograM,the
.quAer of respondents varied.slightly. See Appendix B for sample sizes..

2

five-minute program broadcast also at 7:55, 8:25, 8:55, 9:55, 10:25, 10:55, 11:25 and 11

03 Fivkinuteprograms broadcast ilo ai 8 :25, 9:25, 10:55, and 11:25:

os

3 ;'3



Table 69

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S ATTITODES,TOWARD%

TELEVISION 00GRAMS ON SATURDAY,MORENGS'

- By Grade Level of Childreri -

(4th through the 6th grdes
"A. Favorite" "All Right' "Don't Like"

Programs: ,

Time

B'cast

Par-

ents

Chil- Parr

dren' ents

Sylvester & Tweety. 1 -125 , 23.8%. 54.4% 37.4'%

Tom Jerry/Grape Ape'. 7 -755 15,6 54.8 33.4

eilioody Woodpecker ShoW 7-730 20.3 ',42.7 37.3'

In the News2 725-730 31.9 13.3 28.0'

Bugs bunny /Road Runner. 730-825 35.9 62.3, 36.9

Mumbly Show 730-755 3.7 39.5 ,11..8

The Pink Panther 730-9 26.2 55.4 38.9

School House Rock3. . . . 755-8 12.8 26..9 15.5

Jabberjaw 8 425 5.9 58.2 18.5

Scooby Doo /Dynomutt . 830-925 12.1 68.2 37.2,

Tarzan, Lord of Jungle. 830-855 7.0 43.6 22.1

McDuff, the Talking.Dog . 9-930 6.4 40.8 18.3

Shaztm/Isis Hour 9-955 10.8 30.2 34.5

The.Kroffts Super Show. . 930-1055, 6.0 65.8 16.6

The Monstdr Squad . . .930-10 * 4.8 39.8 17.3

Ark II 10-1025 3.2 25.5 12.6

Land of the Lost 10-1030 8.8 44.6 34.3

Big John, Little John , 1030-11 6.0 38.2 16.5

Clue Club . .... . 1030-1055 3.1 39.0 ,11.4

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids . 11-1125 24.7 48.5 40.6

Jr. Almost nything Goes. 11-1125 15.0 ,59.9 26,9

Kids from C.A.P.E.R., . 11-1130 3.1 34.4 12,8

Muggsy 1130-12 4.3 31.6 13.5

Way Out Games 1130-1155 7.1 37.4 14.6

Chil- Par- Chil-
dren ents dren

26.4% 2.4% 4.3%

33.1 4.4 6.0

27.3

33.7

28.3

17.2

32.0

27.3

22.2

23.1

21.1

22.8

'34.8

16.7

20.2

17.4

34.8

20.4

21.6

35.9

25.5

17.6

18.4

21.9

, 2.7

2.2

3.7

7.0

'3.2

6.9

9.3

7.6

6.8

16.2

9.1

11.2

4.9

15.7

4,9

3.9

6.5

4.9

5.9

3.9

4.1

6.2

38.8

5.5

7.3

8.6

15.1

7.0

4.4

T2.2

7.9

27.7

7.7

10,6

10.5

15.5

7.8

7.0

10.4

6.6

9.0

10.5

7.8

7th through the 9th grades

"A Favorite" "All Right" "Don't Like"

Par-

ents

Chil- Par-

dren ents

Chil- Par-

dren ents

Chil -,

dren

17.5% 28.2% 59.8% 40.7% 3.2% 6.ff

10.5 19.7 24.6 42.9 04.5 10.5

14.2 19.1 '29.9 35.2 3.9 9.8

21:5. 12.6 22.8 40.5 2.5 32.2

27.1 7.3 31.2 40.1 2.8 9.6

1.7 100 7.0 16.3 3.9 9.8

19.0 42.9 29.5 36.9 7.2 11:4

6.7 14.3 11.6 33.3 3.9 21.3

2:4 17.2 11.3 29.3 5.6 13.2"

6..5 34.5 '24,5 _39.9 '8.5 9.4

3.7 17.4 15.8 24.6 6.1 12.1

'2.6 17.0 12'.0 25.0 , 6.3 13,2

5.5 14.9 22.4 37.9 13.2 35.0

2.7 29,3 16.0 29.3 7.4 17.4

2.2 16.8 12.0 '26.3 9.7 35.2

1.8 .13.1 8.3 21.3 4.7 13.3

4.4 ,23.3 22.3 38.0 13.7 25.5

3.1 21.5 10.9 27.5 4.7 11.7

1.3 13.3 6.7 20,3. 3.7 10.5

15.2 31.0,' 32.7 ;43.7 8.4 , 16.2

9.5 3710 19.8 35.8 5.8 ,9.1

1.5 18.6 8.2 21.2 4.5 13.4

1.9 15,4 8.8 21.9 4.0 14.0

3.8 19,7 ,9.6 27.9 .4.1 11.4

1' Programs are those scheduled for' broadcast on Nov. 13. Excluded are "movies" and "specials," For each program, the

number of respondents varied slightly. See Appendix for sample sizes.

;.'"
i2,Five-minute,program broadca& also at '7:55, 8:25, 8;55; 9:55, 10:25 10:55, 11:25,, and 11:55.

3 Five-minute program broadcast also at 9:25, 10.55, Ad. 11:25.
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ects.of race:-Table 0 reveals that all twenty-four programs are
much more:populartwfth Black parents'and children than with their White-
counterparts. The progriM reported as a favorite by the highest percentage
of. Black parents was "Fat Aqbert & the Cosby Kids:" The latter was a
close second to "Scooby Doo/Dynomutt" in popUlarity among B16ck chidren.

As might be expected, all programs were more-popular with the children
of both races thAn with theiparents, with one exception. Theyercentage
of parents of both. .races reporting "In the News" as a favorite was ap-
proximately tie as high as the percentage of their'children. ,

Effects'of place' of residence. As Table 71 indicates, Saturday mqrning
-prograMs were more popular with parents living in Wichita than with those
living in towns or in the country/farm areas of Sedgwick County. One
exception to(that generalization occurred in the case of "Bugs Budy/Road
Runner," the preferences for which did not differ significantly among the
parents-in the three residence categories.

The same pattern generally was true for th "children, most programs
enjoying higher popularity among Wichita residents. The differences based
on place of residence, however,,,. were not always great.

Since the vast majority of Blacks live in Wichita, and in light of the
substantially greater popularity of Saturday morning programs among Blacks,
the apparent greater preference for Saturday morning programs among Wichita
parents and childreh may reflect a racial varAble more than a residence

svariable.

234

Effects of the age of the fathers ble 72 reveals z number of trends
in the programhpreferences which may be attributable to the effects of
age of the father. The younger the father, the more popular were fifteen
of,the twehty-four programs. The' most dramatic trend occurred in the case of
"In.theNeWs.," 'for:which the percentages reporting it as a favorite were
30.0%, 18.9%, and 9.2% of fathers "under 35%."35 to 49," and "50 or more,"
respectively. With respect to the other trends'observed, however, the
differences among the three age groups were not great and frequently were.
not statistically significant.

Among children; he differences were more pronounced with 'definite
trends appearing in the preferences for fourtee.0 of the nty-four programs.
The youngerthe fathers, the greater were the per ages of their children
reporting each as a favorite. In the absence of trends,,in most instances
the, preferences were greater among children whose fathers were under thirty-
five years of age.

On balance, it would appear that,Saturday morning television programs
are more popular with yowler father and their children..

Effects of the age of the mother: The effects of the .age of the
mothers were not. ap great as those no0d with respect to the fathers, Only
four sfgnificant trends were observed--the younger the mothers, the greater
were their preferences for "Bugs Bunny/Rdad 43unner," "The Pink Panther,"



COMPARISON OF P

TELEVISI N PROGRAMS ON SATURDAY MORNIN S1

u B

ENTS.I AND CHILDREN'S ATTITUDES TOWARD

Race of Partin 'and Childre

Programs:

Sylvester & TweetY. .

Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape : .

Woody Woodpecker Show

In the Mews

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner.

,Mumbly Show

The Pink Panther

School HouSe Rock3., .

Jabberjaw

, Stooby Doo/Dynomutt

Tarzan, Lord of Jungle. . .

MCDufff the. Talking Dog .

Shaiam/Isis Hour

The Krofffs Super Show.:

The Monster Squad .

Ark II

Land of the Lost

Big John, Little John . .

Clue tlub

at Albert & Cosby Kids

Jr: Almost Anything Goes. .

Kids from C.A.S.P.E.R.. .

Muggsy: . . . ..

Way. Out,Games

White

Time ,Par- Chil- Pa

B'cast ents dren ent

"All right /so' -so' "I don't like it"

ac , White : Black---7- White Blac(

Chil -' Par- par- Chil -' ,6Par-

dren ents dren ents dren tints dren ents ten

1

1-725 19.5% 42% 2% 56.6% 33.8% 34.1% 34,8% ,23.7% , 2.7% 5.5% 4.4%4,6%,
7-155 1118 34.8 ' 28.2 68.8 28.1 39.2 31.5 '' 4.3 8.8 4.8 4.0 .

7-730 16.0 28. 29.9 47.7 33.9, 31.8. 32:5 24.7 3.1 '8.3 7.4 8.0.

725-730 25.2 JJ.1 43,2 22.0 A.9 (37.4 .25.1 15.8, 2.3 36.2 5.5 31:8 ,
730-825 30,4 48.6 .43.4 66.1 34.3 35.1. 36.0, 21.8 2.3 .1,7 2.9 9.2,

730-755 2.1 23.6 '9.6, 47.7 8.7 17.2 17.0 12.5 3.5 8.5 4.8 7.4

730.9 21.9 48.5 33.1 58.0 31(.2 35.3 38.3 26.4 6.8 9.9 8.6 , 12.1

755-8 8.7' 19.4 ' 23.6 39,7 12.5 38.7 19.6 24.1 3.5 19.1 .12.2, 8.0

8-825, , 3.4 35.9 lel 64.6 ,14.1 25,"d, 23.7 21;11 .6.0 10:9 6.7 7 1.1

830-925,, 7.7 49.8 27.8 15.4 30,8 32.8, 11.1 16.6 8.9 7:8 7.8 ,3.4

830-855 3.8 28.2 21.1 53.7 18.2 23.5' 23.3 19.4 .6.8, 120 5.2 6.3'

9-9,30 3.7 7.7 14.1, 4519,,' 14.3 24.4 21.5 2p.3 6.1 18.8 8.1 45.8

9-955 6A, 20.3 25.2 '46.0 28.1 37.3 31.L 24.4 14.8 32.8 12':"2 ,18.9

930-1055 '3.3 46.3 16.5 71,0 13.0 23:6 17.6 14.2 7.8 13.0 10.7 .3.4

930-10 ',2.5 27.3 14.4 36,4 13'.,17 23,0' 22.3. '25.4 10.4 1.3.5 8.6', 8.5

1,0 -1025 1.7 '18.2 9..6 33.1 9.e 19.2" 16.3 16.3 4.8 12.1 5.9 9.3 '

10-1030 5.2 32.2' 22.6 48.5

,1030-11 3.6 28.6 17.1 46.0

103071055 1.5 / 24.9 '9.7 '2.8

11-1125 17.3 36.8 54.9 75.0

11-1125 10.5, 47'.4 36:5 '66.9'

11-1430 1.6' 25.4 12.5 36.0

1130112 2.5 2214 11.5 36.4

1130-1155 4.6 28.1 18.8 37.9

28.0 36.8., 30.7 29.2

12.8 23.9 19.2 23.0

8.5 21.1 12.7 19.0

37.0 41.1 30.0 20.5

22.5 31:8 25.5 20.6

10.0 19.6 13.7 193

10A '20:3, 17.1 17.9

.11.7 25.0 14.2 22:4

14.9 21.5 10:0 15.8

. 4.6 10.1 5.2 4.0',

3.5 '. 9.0 6.0 .5,8

7.6' 014.3 2.8

5.4 7.4 5.9 4.6

4.8' 11;1' 7.0 9.9

3.7 12.4 5.2 ; 11.6

3.8 9.7 6.1 7.5

.

Programs are those scheduled for broadcast' on Nov. 13. Excluded are "movies''' and "specials." For each prbgram, the

number of respondents varied slightly. See AppenpliR B for sample sizes.;

2

jive-ro,inute program broadcast also 'at 7:55, 8:25, 8:55, 9:55, 10:25, 10:55,.11:25, and 11:55.

J

3 Five-minute program also: broadcast at 8:25, 9,.25, 10:55, an 11 :25.6



°'-Tale 71

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S ATTITUDES TOWARD

TELEVISION PROGRAMS ON SATURDAY MORNINGS

- By Place of Residence -

PrOgraMs:

Sylvester & Tweety

To & Jerry/Grape Ape .

Woody Wdodpecker Show .

In thrNewS4 . ...

Bugs titiny/Road.Runner.

Mumbly,how

The Pink,Panther

School HOuse Tock3

Jabberjaw

Scooby Doo/Dynogitt .

Tarzan, Lord of Jungle.

McDuff, the Talking Dog

Shazam/Isis Hour

The Kroffts Super.Show.

The Monster Squad

Ark '

Land of the Lost

Big John, Little John .

Clue Club '

Fat Albert Cosby Kids .

Jr. Almost Anyttlihg Goes.

Kids from C.A.P.E.R.,

Muggsy

Way Out Games .

Time

B'cast

7-725

7-755

77730

725-730

730-825

730-755

730-9

755-8

8-825 4.9

of my avorites

Wichita Town Country/Farm

Par- Chil- Par- Chil- Par- Chil-

ents dren ents dren ents dren

21.4% 42.9%

14.4 40.3

17.5 31.7.

28,1 13.4

31.8 51.7

3.3 28.0

24.5 52.2

11.0 21.3

40.5

54.0

31.2

31.6

24.7

51.7

28.6

20.2

36.2

30.3

28.2

41.6

50.3

27.2

24.9

29.71

. 830-925 '10,4

.., '830-855 6,2

9-930 5,0

9-955 9.4

930 -1055 5.2

930-10 4.1

10-1025 3.0

10-1030 7.4

. 1030.11 , 5.2

1030-1055 2.6

. 11-1125 21.4

. 11-1125 13.6

. 11-1130 2.7

1130-1155 5,7

1130 -12 3.7

18.9% 36.2%

11.2 33.6

16.5 28.3,

26.5 13.4

30.0

2.1

21.7

8.5

3.0

7.2

3.8

4.2

5.5

3.3

1.8

6.0

46.7

21.3

43.0

19.5

33.3

50.2

30.6

26.0

19.8

40.9

29.1

19.3

31.6

4.2 33.5

2.2 23.1

18.0 39.1'-

12.1 47.6

1.9 28.1.

2.5 22.7

5.4 028,2

fon t 1 e It

Wichita '' . Town' f Country/Farm

Par- Ciil- Par- Chil- Par-, 'Chil-

ents dren ents dren ents dren

4.8% ,. 3.3% &.9% . 2.3% 4.2%

7.7 5.4 9.7 3.7 8.2

8.3 4.1 8:5 2.4 5.2,

36.3 3.3 31.5 1.9 35.3

7.6 2.8 6.8'. 14.9 7.3

8.5 . 5.0 ,9.7 3.4 ,'.64,

' 8.8 7.3 12.2 7:5

/

11.0

17.1 5.1. 20.1 4.2

/

1,9.1

10.4 7.1 '913 5. 9.2

6.8 10.5 7.0 9.1 . 5.9

5.79. 7.0 12.5 5 11.1

12. 8.2 11.2 5.1 ,. 10.9

30`8, 16.7 36.0 14.8 30.5

,10.4 8.6 16.0. .15.9

12.5 10.3. 14.3 10.6 12,.1

11.3 5.9 13.0 3.9 12.2

19.8 18.1. 19.9 13,7 22.8

. 9.5 6.2 10.6 ,3.8 9.6

8.6 3.5, 10.4 3.7 7.7

8.6 ,8.6 2.0 8.6 2.5

7.9 5.5 8.5 3.5 4.9

11.0 5.3 12.9 4.7 , 9.9

12.0 5.0 15.4 3.4 9,5

9.9 5.1' 11.0 2.5 6,6

19.9%

10.2

17.3

22.2

31,9

1.4

18.5

6.8

42.5%

33.1

9.3

10.4

48.8

21.9

46.0

20.6

2.8%

4.3

3.6

2.6

2.6

3.5

6.9

2.9

3.0 35,8 6.1

7.2 46.1 8.4

3.5 30.3 6.8

2.5 40 6.5

6.1 19.1 1j4 1/

1.5 41.7. (8 1

1.8 27..7 10.4

1.4 16.4 4.7

4.1 29.4 13.8

2.7 25.4 4.5

0.9 23.9 .3.8

16.6 35.3 ,6.7

7.2 44.2 5.7

1.4 23 "4 5,2

1.5 19.6 3.6

4.8 25A .,4,1

1

Programs are those scheduled for broadcast on Nov. 13.. Excluded are "movies!! and "s0Cials." For each program, the

numter of respondents varied" slightly. See Appendix B.for sample sizes.

2 Five-minute program broadcast alSo at 7:55, 8:25, 8:55, 955, 10:25, 10:55 11.:25, and 11:55.

3 Five-minute program broadcast also at 8:25, 9:25, 10:55; and 11:25.

3 7
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Ptograifis:,

Time

B' cast

Sylvester weety. . 7-725

Tom & Jer /Grape .1-755

Woody Wood cker Show . 7-730

In the News2 725-730

Bugsjunny/fload.Runner. . 730-825

Mumbly, ShoW .. . : , '730-755

TO Pink Panther.,. . ..

Sthool House Rock'. . 755-8

Jabberjaw 8-825

ooby Doo/Dynomutt . . 830-925

rzan, Lord of Jungle. , 830-855

Duff, the Talking Dog .. 9-930 3,5 36.3.-. 6.8 10.5

Shazam/Isis Hour , 9-955', 7:8 24..9 .20.0 29:9

The Kroffts Super Show. . 930 -1055 3.5 '61.0 11.2 9.9

The Monster Squad , 930-10' 3.1. '35,2 11:7 11.1

Ark II 10-1025 1.4 22A 4.7, 9.6

Land of the Lost 10-1030 6.0 40.9. 16.1 , 16.8

Big John, Little John . 1030-11 2.1 35.8 5.2 8:6

,Clue Club . . , 1030-1055 1.2, 35.0 5.0 5.9

Fat Albert & Cosby y . :11-1125 19.0 46.6 8.9, 12.1

Jr., Almost Anything Goes. 1171125' 9.9 57.8 6.2,, 7.2

Kids from C.A,PE.R.. 11-1130, -1.2 31.8 4.5, 10.3

Muggsy 1130-12 2.1 23,5 3.9 11.8

Way Out Games . , , . 1130 -1155 4.5 35.0, '4.8 7.8

Table 12

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S ATTITUDESJOWARD

TELEVISION PROGRAMS ON SATURDAY MORNINGS' r

8,y Age of the Fathers -

Under 35

"A Favorite" '"Don't Like"

Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

ers dren i.ers dren

19.1% ,) 51.1% 1.9% 5.2%

12.0 48.8 4.3 5.4

18.8 39. 2.3 6,4

30.0 15.1 1.7 ' 38:3

36.6 58.0 1.4 6.8

1,9 34.2 3.9 8.0

25.0 52..2 6.2' 11.3

6,6 , 23.1 3.3 14.7

3.9 52.2 7.4 6.6

8.8 'kg.5 9.7 4.4

3.3 35.9 6.2 12.7

35-49 . 50 or more

"A Favorite" "Don'\t Like" "A Favorite" "Don't Like"

Fath-. Fath -\ Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

ers 'dren ers \

'

dren' ers dren ers dren

17:4% ,37,0% 3.4% 5.5% 13,7% 32.4% 2.4% 5.3%

12.2 32.6 4.4 9.4 7.8 27.2. 3.9 7.3

15.2 27.1 ,8,3 13.7 18.5 '3.4 7.8

18.9 12.3 2.9 33.4 '9.2' 10.8' 2.5 32.5

30.4 46.6 2.5 ' 8.4, 21:8 '39.8 1.5 6.8

2.5, 21:3 3.9 BIS 2.5 21.8 .2.9 7.8

20.2. 46.7 -6.0 " 10.2 13,7 . 41.7 3.9 9.7

5.5 18;7 ,41 19.6 2,0' 23.2 4.4 '22.2

3.3 1 32.5 )5.7 11:5 2.5 22.8 2.9 12.1

6.0 46.9 9.;4 '8:1' 4.9 35:8 4.9 8.8

4.2 29.2 11,7 4.4 17.6 4:9 11 :2

3.3 24.3 6.4' 11.1 2.0 21.5 3:9 10,7

4.7 18.7 12.5 ',33.7 , 2:9 20.6 6.3 '28,9

3.0 43.1::, 13.9 2.0 33.0 4.4 16.0

2.6 25.6 /10.4, ' 14.0 2.9 22.3 6.8 11.7

2.2 17.7 4.1' 12.4 0.5 16.7 3.9.. 11.8

4.9 29.0 01.4 22.9 4.4' 27.8 10.2 23.9

2.6
, 26,7 4.9 10.3 2,4 24.8 4.9 12.6

'1.8 211 3.4' ,9.3 1.5 19.3 '3.9 12.6

13.1 35,.9 . 8.6 14.2 '8.3 33.0 6,8 14.6

7.1 46.5. 5. 8.0. 4.4 35.9 2.9 5,3'

1.6 24.1 ; 4.6 12.5 1:0 23.7 4.4 13.0

2.2 21.6 3.9 12:2 .1.0 22.1 3.9' 11.3

3.6 26.8 3:9 10.1 1.0 23.7 4.4 9.7,

1

Programs are those scheduled for broadcast on NQV, 1 3 . Excluded ar'e "movies 'and "specials. For each program, the

numberof respondents varied'slightly: See Appendix B for sample sizes:

2,Five-minute program broadcast'dlso at 7:55 8:25, '8:55, 9:55, 10:25; 10:55,.11:25, and 11,:55.

3'Five-minute program broadcast alsoat 8:25, Y:25,:10:55, and 11:25.

,37Ji
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Table 73

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S ATTITUDES TOWARD

TELEVISION PROGRAMS ON SATURDAY MORNINGS'

- By Age of ,the Mothers -

P=S:

Sylvester Tweety

Tom & Jerry/GrapeApe .

Woody Woodpecker Show

In the News

Bugs Bunny /Road Runner. .

Mumbly Show . ,

The Pink Panther. .

School House Rock3

Jabberjaw . , .

Scooby Doo/Dynomutt .

Tarzan, lord.of Jungle:, .

McDuff, the Talking Dog

Shazam/IsiS Hour

The Kroffts Super Show. .

The Monster Squad .

Ark II ... .. .

Land of the Lost. , .

Big John, Little John .

Clue Club . .. ...

Fat Albert & Cosby Kidt

Jr. Almost Anything Goes.

Kids from

Mogsy

Way Out Games . .

Under 35 35-49 50 or more

"A Favorite" "'Don't Like ", "A Favorite" "Don't Like" "A Favorite" "Don't Like"

Time Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil- Moth- 'Chil- ii35757: Moth- Chil- Moth- Ihil-
Pcast

7425

7-755

7-730

725-730

730.825

730-755

. 730-9 ,

755-8 .

8-825'

830-925

830-855

9-930

' 9-955

930-1055

930-10

10-1025

. 10-1030

. 1030-11

1030-1055

f1-1125

11-1125

. Y1-1130

1130-12

1130-1155

,ers dren ers dren ers dren ers dren ers dren

25.0% 47:7%, 2.4% 4.9% 20.3% 31.7%, di 2.7% 5.1% 20.0% 36.1%

14,8 47.1 4.9 7.0 12.1 31.2 3:9 8.9 12.8 24.0

20.4 31,4 3.3 6.6 15.2 26.1 3.3 8.9 17.6 23.3

40,5 13.7 2.7 ' 38.8 25.3 12.4 .2.1 33.6 23.0 25.3

35:(.,55.3 3.2 . 6.8; 27.7 46.1 2.3 8.4 23.0 44.6

'2.71, 33.7 4.4 7.4 2.6 20.0 , 3.3 8.9 1.6 20.7

28.5 51.6 9.8 9.9 20.0 47.5 6.7 10.3 , 17.6 52.1

18.5, 23.7 3.3 16.0 9.2 17.8 2.5 19.7 3.2 22.7

4.6 49.4 8.2 8.7 3.8 30.9 4.8 10.8. 3.2 25.6

12.8' 59.5 10.3 6.5 8.9 45.5 8.2 6,9 7.9, 43.8

5.9 37.2 7:6 12.2 5.6 26.3 6.6 12.0 4.8 /18.2

4.8 35.9 7.9 9.2 5.4 24.9 5.80 11.3 4.8 ( 23.3P.

12.8 26.4 18.7 30.1 7.7 19.7.. 12.7 ,32.0 6.3 19.5

5.3 51.8 12.7, 9.9 3.9. 40.9 5.7 14.0 4.0 37.2

4.6 34.6 12.3 1144 2.7 24.8 9.6 *13.9 4.8 19.7

3.3' .23.3 6.3 10.3 2.3 16.7 3.9 12.9 3.2 13.3

8:9 42.7 20.48 '16.2 5.8 27.7 13.7 23.3 5.6 28.1

6.0 36.0 5.4' 8.4 5.4 25.5 3.8 10.3 5.6 24.0

1.9 32.1 4.8 7.3 2.1 22.6 2.2 9,5 1.6 18.9

30.5 44.9 6.2 12.6 18.3 36.2 6.6 13.6 13.4 37.7

19.6 56.4 6.3 7,7 12.8 44.8'r 4.8 7.2 11.9 33.6

'2.5 31.4 'A. 7.8 8,8 2.7 23,1 3.8 12.7 2,4 24.6

4.2 28.2 4.8 10.8 3.3 20.4 2,7 12.9 3.2 24.4

7.3 33.5 4.0 8.8 5.(6 25.7 3.5 10.0 3.6 24.6

ers dren

2.4%

3,2

'146

2.4

'3.2

3.3

6,4

4.8

5.6

3.2.

8.7

2.4

7.1

3,2

4.8

3.3

111.3

3.2

4.0

8.7

3.2

3.2

4.8

4.8

1 Programs are those scheduled for troadcast.on Nov. 13. Excluded are "movies" and 'specials." For each program, the

number of respondents varied slightly. See Append x B fm sample sizes,

2 Five- minute pragram broalcast'alsoat 7:55, 8:25, 8 :55, 9:55, 10:25, 10:55, 11:25, and 11:55.

Five-minute,progm broadcdst'also at 8:25, 9:25, 10:55, and 11:25.

38 41,

6.6%

9.9

9.2

26.3

5.0

9.9

22.7

13.2

9.9

12.4

12.5

36.4

14.0

13.9

13.3

25.6

14.0

17.2

12.3

9.0

13.1

10.9

14.8

6
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"School House Rock," and "Fat Albert & the Cosby Kids."

,In the absence of definite trends, mothers under thirty years of age
reported a greater prefererice for six other programs: "Sylvester & Tweety,"
"Woody Wookpecker," "In the News," "Scooby Doo/Dynomutt," 'hazam /Isis
Hour," nd "Land of the Lost."

With respect to the children, a much,clearet picture Can be seen in
Table 73. For twelve of the programs there were definite trends. The
ylouuer the mothers, the greater were the percentages of their children
teporting each of the twelve programs as a favorite.

In nearly all cases where ,a trend was not obsei-ved, the preferences
were higher among children of mothers under thirty-five years of age. One
major exception occurred in the case of "In the News," for which there was
.a Substantially greater popularity among children of mothers fifty years
of age or older.

Effects of the fathers' formal schooling. Based on th-Naata presented
in Table 74, clearly the level of the fathers', formal schonins t.d a definite
effect on their preference for Saturday morning television progra I,. The
lower the educational attainment of the father, the more popular -re twenty
of the twenty-four list6d programs.
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A similar pattern was found in the preferences of the children. For
thirteen programs, trends were observed--the lower, the level of the fathers
schooling, the more popular the programs were with children. Where trends
did not occur, usually the children yhose fathers were college-educated
reported less preferences for the, programs. "In the News" again was a
exception, enjoying a greater popularity among chtldren of college - educated
fathers.

Effects of the mother's formal schooling. In Table 75, esseDilally the
same pattern noted for thelathers was Observed in the effects of the mothers'
schooling upon preferencet.

On balance,. it,mould appe r that Saturday morning television programs
generally have greater appeal o the lesser educated parents and their
children.
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Table 7,4

COMPARISON OF PARENTS', AND CHILDREN'S ATTITUDES,TOWARD

TELEVISION PROGRAMS ON SATURDAY MORNINGS'

- By Fathers' Highest Level of Formal SChodine

Programs:

Not a High School Graduate

"A Favorite" "Don't Like"

Time Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

B'cast ers dren. ers dren

Sylvester & Tweety. . 7-725 25.4% 48.2% 4.2% '2.8%

Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape !. 7-755 21.6 47.3 6.0 6.4

, Woody Woodpecker Show . 7-730 27.2 39.4 .4:6 4.9

In the News3 725-'730 22.4 11.8 5.9 35,7

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner 730-825. 37.5 57,7 3.5 4.2

Mumbly Show 730.:755 6.0 27.0 6.4 7.5

The Pink, Panther. . . 730.9' 22.3 47,0 8.9 9.2

Sc e Rock4. . 755-8 8.4. 21.8. 7.7 20.7

Jobb 8-825 6.7 40.8 7.8 87$ .

Scooby. nomutt . 830-925 12.3 56.9 9.5 . 6.0

Tartan Lord of Jungle. 830-855 9.1 34.5 8.4 9.5

McDuff, the Talking Dog 9-930 7.1 31.3 9.2 9.3

Shaam/Isis Hour. . . . 9-955 10.6 31.9 13.8 29.1

The Kroffts Super Show. 930.1055 6.0 50'.2 10.2 10.2

The Monster Squad . . ., 930.10 , 5.7. 32.7 12.7, 9.7-

Ark II ) 10-1025 13.9 24.1 5.6 12.4

Land of the Lost. . , 10-1030 10.5 38.7 \s15.4 18.0

Big John, Little John . 1030-11 5.3 30.4 '' 8.5,/ .10.6

Clue Club ' 1030-1055 3.5 29.7 8.2

Fat Alb6rt & Cosby Kids 11-1125 18.5 46.6 11.2', 12.4

Jr. Almost Anything Goes 11-1125 13.4 51.2 7.4 &,p 4.6

" Kids' from C.A.P.E.R.. . 11-1130 3.2 29:7 7.4, 1.7

Muggsy 1130-12 .446 30.6 . 7..8 9.6

Way Out Games 1130-1155 7.4 33.6 8.1 9.5

A High School Graduate' ..

"A Favorite" "Don't Like"

Fat& Chil- Fath- Chil

ers tren 'ers dren

20.0%

13.1

42.2% '2.9%

38.3 4.4

6.7%

7.8

19.2 33.6 3.6. '8.3

18.2 ,11.6, 1.8 39.4

34.6 51.6 2.1 ,7.8
1

1,.9 27.3 3.9 8.2

22.7 48.9 6.6 11.2

2.5 22.8 ,4.4 18.8

3.7 38.7 6.6 9.6

8.3 50.1 7.9 7.4

5.0 32.5 4.7 11.4

1 or more yearkof college

A Favorite" "Don't like"

th- Chf)- Fath- Chil

ers dren ers dren

13.7% 36.9% 42% 5.5%

7.7 31.19 3.6 9.0

10.71 23. 2.8 8.3

. 4 .

27.0 44.7

1.4 22.0

18.5 46:8

4.6 18.1

2.0 33.9

3.6,1 46.5

1.8\-'26.7

2.1 25.0

3.3 16.0

1.6 43.2

1.2 24.9

1.2 16.6

3.0 26.8

1.2 26.7

0.7 24.3

12.7 35.0

/4.7 44.4

0.6 22.6

0.9 19.7

1.9 26:2

1.9 31.7

1,4 8.8

2.8 8.5

4.6 10.5

2.5 18.0

. 4.9 11.3

9.3 7.7

5;5 12.8

5.2 12.1

14.6
, 36.1

6,6 15.4

9.8 15".0

4.0 12.5

11.3 24.6

3.1. 10.7

2.1 9.4

8.1 15.1

5.2 9.2

3.6 12.9

2.6 12.4

3.2 9,5

1 Programs are those' scheduled for broadcast .on Nov. 13. Excluded are "'movies" and "specials." For each program, the

number of respondents varied slightly. See AppendivB for sample,sizes.

? The three. evels are Idistinct and do not overlap'.

Five-minute program broadcast also at 7:5', 8:25, 8:55:9:55, 1025, 10:55, 11":25, and 11:55. ,

3s,,
4 Five-minute program broadcast also at 8;25, 9:25, 10155,,and 11:25.

4,
t



Table 75

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S ATTITUDES TOWARD

TELEVISION PROGRAMS ON SATURDAY MORNINGS1

hams:

- B Mothers' Hi hest Level of Formal Schoo in 2 -

Not a High School Graduate A Hi h School MA 1 or more years of College

"A Favorite" "Don't Like" "A Favorite" "1r t "A.Favorite"Don't Like"'

Time Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil-

B'cast, ers dren ers dren ers dren ers ren trs dren ers dren

Sylvester & Tweetyy, . . 7-725

Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape,. . 7-755

Woody Woodpecker Show . . 7-730

In the NeWs3 725-730

31.2% 52.6%

21.0 50.6'

.27 7 454

31. 7.4

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner.. 730-825 39.0 60.0

Mumbly Show , 7A7755 5.4 31.1

The Pink Panther Ulp 28.2 55.4

School House Rock 4, . 1, 755-8 16.9 24.1

Jabberjaw , 18-825 9.0 50.8

Scooby.poo/Dynomutt . . 830-925 .3 60.2

Tarzan, Lord of Jungle. 830-855 14.2 39.8

McDuff, the Talking Dog, 9-930 ;7.9 37.6

Shazam/Isisliour 9-955 1118.5 34.1

The Kroffts Sdper Show 930-1055 8.8 57.6

The Monster Squad . . . 930-10 8.6 36.0

Ark II 10-1025 6.3 27:6

Land of the Lost I 101030 120 43.8

Big John, Little John .

Clte Club . . . . .

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids .

Jr. Almost Anything Goes.

-,-'-Kids.sfrom C.A.P.E.R.. . .

Muggsy

Way Out Games . . .

1030-11. 10.6 37.1

1030-1055 4.5 30.4

11-1125 30.9 50.8

11-1125 24.3 57.1

11-1130 4.5 33.5

1130-12 7.9 t,33.9

1130-1155 9'.'5'"°33.6

) -

3.8% 4.8% ,23.3% 41.3% 1.9 4.4% 17.2% 37.4%

7.2 \6.3 , 13.6 39.1' 3.1 6.9 9.0 29.8

4,9 7.0 15 30.2 .2.3 6.7 11.6 24.7

4.8 37.5 2918 9.0 1.8 38.7 33.3. 15.7

4.0 e.4 324 '50.4 1.7 6.1 25.7 44.8

8.4 10.5 2.3 26.1 X2.8 1.0 1.6 22.9

13.3, 10.2 23.3 49.4 7.5 9.3 21.5 47.0

4.5 19.5 11.8 19.5 !3.0 19.8 12.1 20.0

9.9 8.0. 3.9 , 5.6 9.7 1.9 32.1

10.4, 5.2 10.6 '53:2 8.0 7.1 6.7 45.2

9.9 11.4 4.0 30.8 6.9 11.1 3.4 25.6

9.2 8.7 5.6 '30.0 5.1 10.0 2.3 25.0

14.4 25.2 8.6 23.5 ' 14.5 28.8 '7.1( 15.8

13.8 8.1 4.2 47.6 8.9 12.4 2.6 43.7

14.6 10.8 '3.1. 28.2 9.3 12.0 1.8 25.2-

7.9 12.6 2.3 18.3 . 4.8 '12,5 1.7 16.6

19.1 15.1 7.2 35.6 16.4 19.5 4.1 27.7

8.1 10.9 5.3 30.8 3.7 8.7 3.7 25.3

7.7 9.2 1.5 25.0 1.9 9.4 1.1 6

8.5 10.8 23.0 39.4 5.2. 13.8 20.1 34.8

,6.3 6.3 16.7 051.0 4.6 6.4 10.1! 43.4

9.7, '10.0 2.8 27.1 4.7 10.7 1,3 23.1

6i 10.5 4.0 22.5 3.4 12.3 1.3 20.6

7.7 10.4 7.2 30.0 2.1 9.6 4.0 25.8

'2,6% ' 5.9%

4.2 10.2

3.3 9.6

1.5 X0..9

3.1 9.8

2.4 9.0

5.9 10.2

1.9 16.7

5.3 11.2

9.1 c 7.3

6.1 13.5,

6.5 11.7 I

15.8 3i.3

5.6 13.9

5.5. 14.8

3.4 10.8

15.7 23.9

3.4 10.3

2.9 8.8

6.9 13.5

5.4 9.0

3.9 12.3

'2.4 12.3.

'3.2 9.5'

1, Programsse those Scheduled for broadcast on Nov. 13. Excluded are "movies" and "specials." For each proir(am, the

,number of respondents,wied slightly. See Appendix'B for sample sizes. o

.2 The three levels are distinct and do not overlap.

3'Five-minute program broadcast also at 7:55, 8:25, 8:55, 9:55, 10 :25, 10:55, 11:25, and 11:55.

aif,i.

s

ive-minute program,broadcast also at 8:25, 9:25', 10:55, and 4:25.
,
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CHAPTER IX

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREK'S REPORTS OF PARENTAL GUIDANCE

ON THE VIqING OF SPECIFrCtELEVISION:yROGRAMS

,In the precedihg chapter, comp risons were made of parents' and children'i
'attitudes toward specific televiSio Programs-broadcast in the evertings from
6:00 to 10:00 P.M. and on Saturda mornings from 7:00 A.M. to noon. In this
chapter, comparisons will be e of the parents'-and children's perceptions
-of parental guidance provide on)the viewing-Of those programs.

The comparisons, are baSed on the 'i'esponses to Section I of the parents'.
and children's questionnaires which provided identical listS-of programs:.. -
For each program, the children were, asked if they were enc9 raged or discouraged
by their parents to view that program. The choices provi ed Were: "I must

watch it "I should watch)tt, but don't'have to"; "They don't ca if .I do

or don't'watch it"; "I shouldn't watch it, but I may,i# wish"; or "rmust-not,
watch

he five choices provided to the ',rents weresi lar,,the wording of each
ect to reflect parental response. Dnder the hea ing, "At bop I advise
ld that he/she:,4- tje choices wer : "must watch it"; " ould watch it";

"I-give no.advice% 2shodldn't watc , or "must not atch it."
,

-

The, .choices
,

.provided to both parents and children repr sented affvepoint .'
scale along a continuum of encouragement - discouragement, ngimg from required
viewing ("must.wat0-it") to prohibited viewing ( "must n watch it"):1,,

throw hout the chafter, freqently the first,twcycho. "must" ar:''should",-

watch are combined:And,referred to as -"positive guidance." rn similar fashiOn;\
' egative guidance:

("shouldn't"
.

he lastArtwo choices ("shouldn't" or:"mUst not " -watch)-are combined and labelled
.

1,
, i?

-
. . , '

.

Although the wording on iheImrents',and, ch\ildren'Squestionnaires differed ,

slightly, the middle choices were treated as if they were synonymous, indicating
neither encouragement-nor discouragement. .ThroughoUt the chapter, both .are

included-Wthe term "no adviCe.": I .
. .

It should be,rememPered that th ,Children't'reports of parental guidance
analyzed in-this chapter were from children only in homes-from ;which at least
one parental response was received. Earlier,'in Chapter VI, the responses of

all 5,167 children were repOrted; In this chapter', owing to.the linking of
parent and child, the number:of children anaTy2ed is slightly over one-half
(2,697) the number analyie0 in Chapter VI. -16,'

It must be kept in mindtalSo that-parentss-iiid children complete their

que4tionnaires,separately frOm and independently of each other. '.Thus, no
parental-upervision operated to bias or.diStart the shilgren'S responses.

I
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Parents' and Children's Reports of Parental
Guidance on Evening- elevision Programs

An overview

2.43

Th most significant. inding:.. In the development of the research 'proposal,
it was-theorized.tAat childrei's and.pa ents' percept'ons of parental guidance
might very well differ. othesis w s advanced tifat parents would report more
guidanCe than would their ildren. T tionale was that parents might be -,

reluttant t © .acknowledge ack of guid nce, and would tend to report that they
.encouraged their children, to view 'good" programs and to abstain from "bad"

-:programs. Children,' on the other hand, were expected to report less guidance
-,because they tend'to disavow parental restraints: The data in this chapter
do not:confirM the. hypothesis. In fact,.the most signiffcant.finding of this.
_chapter Should be underscored at this point:

The vast majority afparent's reported little guidance on-the viewlng
of the evening .prdgrams listed on the questionnaire, and reported even less
guidance than was evident in the children's responses

Considerable evidence exists-to support. that assertion. For the sixty-
eightdifferent. programs, 'the average of the percentibes.who reported no .

guidance ,was 85.2% and 83.5% for the_parents and children,,respectively%.

Ainet per. cent-or more of the parents. repbrted no guidance on twenty-
two.progra s. For thirty-four programs, the percentages similarly reporting
ranged fro 80..2% to 89.8%.,2Ao guidance was reported on s ven programs by
70.9% to 7' -9% of the parents. In only five programs did t percentage of
parents reporting no,guidance fall below 70%, and these programs were one's
which reflected above average positive or negative guidance.

In contrast, the percentage of children reporting no parental advice
did-not reach 90% for any of the sixty-eight programs. Analyses of nearly
all the programs (60) revealed children's reports.of no advice ranging,
percents wise, from 80.0% to 88.5%. Six programs were in the "7.0% range,"
and in only two cases did the percentage reporting no advice fall below 70%.

In brief,. neither the parents nor their children reported much parental
guidance on tie evening television programs broadcast from, 6:00 to 10:00 P.M.

rograms on which the most guidance was reported. Despite the low
overall incidence of parents guidance,, there were programs which reflected
abc4e--Average guidance. .A special analysiS. was made of.the program's for which
the most guidance was reported, andof t4=-relationship.of the guidance with

attitudes of the children toward those programs.. That analysis is
p esented-in Table 76 which lists the programs for which at least 10% of the
parents(or chlldrea-repcirlted some guidance,, positive or negative. The table
lists the sixtegn prograMs for which there'was the most positive guidance
and twenty-se 4i programs for wh'i'ch there was the most negative guidance.
In.addition t the percentages of parents and children reporting_guidpnce,,
the table ides data on the attitudes of children toward each program,

.

the type of rogram based o n its content, the time of broadcast, the network
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Table 76

EVENING PROGRAMS FOR WHICH THE MOST POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE PARENTAL
GUIDANCE WAS REPORTED BY PARENTS AND CHILDREN

(Reported by 10% or mor4of parents or of children, for each category of guidance)

244

POSITIVE Guldance Must/Should Watch A Favorite of Disliked by
Type#

Time .

B'cast
Net/
St'non These Programs: Parents Children 'Bog's Girls Boys Girls

*Wild Kingdom 42.0% 14.9% 29.0% 13.9% 19.3%,33.8% AML Mon-6:30 CBS
Norld of Disney . . . . 38.9 10.5 36.5 30.6 2.9 2.8 ADV Sun-6:00 NBC
*Little House on Prairie 29-.6 12.6 24.3 51.4, 24.4 8.2 FDR- Mon-7:00 NBC
*Local TV News 28.8 22.5 6.7 3.3 28.4 34.9 NEW M-Sa:6:00
*60 Minutes 18.9 14.4 3.9 1.8 22.4 24.1 DOC Sun-6:00 CBS

*Happy Days 17.0 12.4 81.5 90.4 1.3 0.7 FSC Tue-7:00 ABC
*DOnnie & Marie 15.1 10.4. 48.7 64.7 14.2 8.2 MCV Fri-7:00 ABC
*The Muppets, 14.8 7.3 26.0 22.1 ?. 11.7 8.6 MCV Tue-6:30 CBS

*Partridge Fami y (Avg. 13.8 9.2 49.8 59.6 8.5 3.6 FSC M-F:6:30 ABC

*Emergency 12.1 10.0 47.2 43.7 7.1 9.6 ADV Sat-7:00 NBC
Monday Nite Football. . 8.6. 12.3 , 66.5 11.9 10.5 50.1 SPT Mon-8:00 ABC

*Captain & Tennille. . . "8.5 11.9 62.7- '73.0 .6.1 4.3 MCV Mon-7A0 ABC

Starsky & Hutch . 5.3 10.9 79.8 77.3 2.9 3.5 P/D Sat-8:00 ABC

*Laverne & Shirley . . . 7.6 10.3 56.2 78.6 8.5 2.2 FSC Tue-7:30 ABC

*Welcome Back, Kotter. . 8.5 10:1 76.7 78.3 2.1 2.2 FSC Thu-8:00 ABC

*Holmes & Yoyo . . : 5.8 10.0 '70.7 55.6 3.8 6.2 FSC Sat-7:00 ABC

NEGATIVE Guidance Shouldn't/Mustn't
On These Program44, Parents Children-

/
*Sybil ,. 29.--,1% 32.2% 14.2% 36.7% 17.0% 7.2% ADR Sun-7:00 NBC

Maude . . 26.3 10.4 18.9 26.2 32.4 24.3 ASC Mon-8:00 CBS

Rich Man, Poor Man II 22.1 28.3 22.9 27%9 28.2 18.6 ADR Tue-8:00 ABC

Executive Suite '. . . 21.3 '18.9 4.4 7.7 13.7 9.6 ADR Mon-9:00 CBS

Family,:, 20.5 .-14 7 25.2 53:5N 20.6 6.2 ADR Tue-9:00

*Sonny&Cher 18.7 9,9 21.4 59.0 40.6 MCV Sun-7:00 CBS

Police Woman -18.5 9.5 21.6 31.Z 24.9 /17.5 P/D Tue-8:00 NBC

Serpico '' 16.5 14.8 20.3 8.7 11.6 '10.4 P/D Fri-9:00 NBC

Kojak 17.8 11.6 16.2 9:2 31.5 43.0 P/D Dun-8:00 CBS

One Day at a Time . . 16.2 11.8 33.0 52.5 16.0 7.5 ASC Tue-8:30 CBS

Police Story 16.1 10.9 21.5 1 .9 21:0 22.8 P/D Tue-9:00 NBC

Delvetchio 15'.8 ' 15.2 10.8 .7 15.3 15.7 P/D Sun-9:00 CBS

MASH, ,, 15.2 6.9 54.7 42.0 10.0 15.4 ASC Tue-8:00 CBS

All in the Family .% 14.1 8. 5 45.8 45.0, 11.4 11.2 ASC Wed-8:00 'CBS

All's Fair 14.8 13.7 15.4 24.9 13.8 8.9 ASC Mon-8:30 CBS

Streets of San Francisco 12.5 8.3 26.3 19.3 22.4 24.1 P/D Thu-9:00 ABC

Hawaii' Five-0 i. 11.4 7.8 ,.32.2 15.7 18.0 30.4 P/D Thu-8:00 CBS

Alice 11.1 10 2 17.7 30.4 17.8 7.5 ASC Wed-8:30 CBS

Starsky & Hutch .,. 10.9 5 4 79.8 77.3 2.9 3.5 P/D Sat-8:00 ABC

Switch 10.8 9. 36.7 19.1 9.2 16.2 P/D Tue-9:00 CBS

*Rhoda 10.6 ,8.61 17.1 25.8 31.3 12.0 ASC Mon-7:00 CBS

Most Wanted 10.3 11.8, 26.4 17.1 11.0 8.8 P/D Sat-9:00 ABC

The Blue Knight 10.2 14.4 20.0 5.9 18.4 17.3 P/D Wed-9:00 CBS

*Phyllis 10.1 9.0 11.2 24.8. 34.4 20.6 ASC Mon-7:30 CBS

The Quest 6.1 11.7 26.3 19.3 10.1 8.0 ADV Wed-9:00 NBC

*This Week: Looking In . 2.1 10:5 1.7 0.6 15.2 9.8 P/A Thu-6:30 CBS

*Baa Baa Black Sheep . . 7.2 10.3 49.3 10.8 6.8 20.1 ADV Tue-7:00 NBC

* Broadcast during the "family viewing periOd," 6:00-8:00 P.M. CST.

# Legend: ADR = "Adult drama"; ADV = "Adventure drama"; AML =/"Animal-Nature show"; ASC =
"Adult situation comedy"; DOC = "Documentary ".; FDW = "Family drama"; FSC = "Family situation
comedy"; MCV = ."Musical/c medy variety"; NEW = "Newscasts"; P/A = "Public affairs" program;
P/D = "Police-detective d ma"; Q/G = "Quifz-Games" show' S/F = "Science-fantasy adventure"
drama; SPT = "Sports" broa cast.
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or station originating-the perOgm, and an annotation of whether it was
broadcast during the "family viewing period" (6:00-8:00 P.M.). f

Considering first the-sixteen programs for which respondents reported the
most positive guidance, here are some of the "highlights":

1. There was a, modicum of agreement_ among parents and children.
Eight of the-ten programs reflecting the most positive guidance were reported
by both parents and 'children, although there were,instances of considerable
disparity between children's and parents' reports. Considering the three
programs on which parents reported having provided the most positive guidance,
the percentages of parents reporting them were between two and three times
as high as those of their children. These disparities, and others'boted
throughout the table, often reflect highly favorable or unfavorable attitude's.
of either boys or girls, or both.- To put it another way, it was apparent in .

some cases that there was a relationship between children's 'attitudes and
their perceptions of parental advice. But,'there were notable exceptions to

Oat generalization. In the case of "Local TV'news," the per8,entages of
ldren and parents reporting positiye guidance were similar in magnitude.

However, the attitudes of the children toward that,program were much more
negative than positive, The'same phenomenon was observed in the reports on
"60 Minutes."

2. For all ten programs on which at, least 10% of the parents reported
positive guidance, the percentages. of parents exceeded those of their children.
On the other hand, for the si-)k programs at the bottom of the-list, the per-
centages of children reporting positive guidance exceeded those of their
pa-Oents. In, each of these six cases, highly favorable attitudes toward the
prdgrams were reported by the children. This finding supports'the general-
izatTon made in the preceding paragraph, a moderate correlation exists
between children's attitudes and their perceptions of parental advice.

3. Fourteen of the sixteen programs on which the most,positive
guidance was reported were broadcast during the "family viewing period.: The

two exceptions were "Monday Nite Football" and "Starsky & Hutch." The latter
enjoyed high popularity with both boys and girls, while "Monday Nite Football"
appealed primarily to the boys.

4. Three of the top four programs on which parents reported the most.
positive guidance were information and educational (non-entertainment) programs.

5. Only one "police-detective' program ("Starsky & Hutch") appeared
on the list, and positive guidance on that program was reported by 10.9%
of the children only.

-% .
6. The four situation comedies appearing in. the list were of the

"family" type, "family" in the sense that the programs' format andcontent appeal:
broadly to adults and children alike.

With respect to the list of twenty-seven programs on which the most
negative guidance was reported, here are some of the "highlights":

'3 9



1. All but'six Were broadcast after the "family viewing Reriod:'
The six exceptions were "Sy6i1, Sonny & CherA."Rhoda," "Phyllis," "Baa
Baa Black Sheep," and,"This Week: Looking In." latter is a public affairs,
program originated by a local station in Wichita.

2. The'Six programs on which the most negative guidance was evident
j-ificluded.the only four "adult dramas" listed on' the questionnaire--"Sybil,"

/ "Rich Man, Poor ManII," "Family," and (" Executive Suite."

For.twenty-one, of the twenty-seven programs, the parents reported
more negative guidance than their children.

4. All eight of the situation comedies appearing in the "negative
guidance list" were of the "adult" type, i.e.,-their program content and
type of humor probably have greater appeal to adults than to children.

5. A fair degree of correspondence existed between parents' and
children's reports.of negative guidance. However, for eleven of the twenty-
seven prograMs, the percentages of parents and children reporting guidance
differed by, five per cent or more. Beginning at the top of the list and
proceeding down, these programs were: "Maude," "Rich Man, Poor Man II,"
"Sonny I& Cher," "Police Woman," "Police Story," "Kojak," "MASH; "All in the
Family," "Starsky & Hutch," "This Week: Looking In," and "The Quest." Of the4

.eleven, eight were reported by higher percentaget of parents than of children.
',`The three for which children reported more negative guidance were "Rich Man,
'Poor Man II," "This Week: Looking In," and "The Quest."
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6.- Whereas only one "police-detective" drama appeared in the list
of programs for which. parents reported the most positive guidance, the "negative
list" contained eleven progranis of that type.

7.' Only one Orogram,'"Starsky & Hutch," appeared in both the negative
and positive gutdance.lists.

Incidence of guidance on all listed programs

For all programs listed in the questionnaire, Table 77 provides the per-
centages of parents and children reporting positive, negative, or no guidance.
No Otogram was reported by as many as ten per cent of the respondents as one
the children "must" watch.

At the other end of the continuum, only three programs were reported
.

by as many as ten per cent of the respondents as ones the children "must not
watch. The three programs were "Sonny & Cher," "Executive 'Suite," and "Rich
Man, Poor Man II." ;The percentages of parents and children reporting that
children ':must not":watch each were, respectdvely: for "Sonny & Cher: 11.5%
and 15.6%; for "ExeCutive Suite," 6.8% and 11.0%; and for "Rich Man, Poor Man
II," 10.1% and ]5.5%.

ty'
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Table 77
.1

COMPARISON OF PARENTS'. AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS.OF PARENTAL GUIDANCE

ON VENING TELEVISION PROGRAMS; 6.:00L1010 P.M.*

Must Watch'

Time Par- Chil-

Sunday Programs: B' case ents, dren

Bill Cosby Show. . 6 - 7

60 Minutest 6 7

World of D4ney 6 - 7

Six Million Dollarlan 7'- 8

Sonny & ,Cher Show. 7 - 8

Sybil (The Big Event). 7 - 10

Kojak 8 - 9

Delvecchio .1. .. . . 9 10
6 .

Monday programs,:

LoCal:TV news, . . 6-630

TellTo the Truth. . 6-630'

Adam 12 630-7

Partridge Family . 630-7

Kingdom 630-7

Captain & Tennille '7 - 8

Little House on Prairie 7 - 8

Rhoda 7-730

. . . 7308

Maude 8-830

Monday ,,Nite Football . 8 = 11

r 830-9

Executive ite 9 - 10

Should' Watch

Par- Chil- .

eats dren

0.7% 4.4% 8.1% 5.5%,

0,9. 1,7 18.0 12.7

1.7 2.5 8.0

0.9 '4.8 .4.3 4.4

0.4 2.1 1.3 4.2

0.6 3.0 2.9p .3.6

0.6 2.6 1.4 4.8

0,3 f.4 0.5 2.9

2.0 2.9 2fi'7 21,5

,1.0 3.4 9.1 7.3

0.6 3.9 3,5 4.3

1.4 5,4 13.4 4.4

2.4 ,3,5 39.6 11.4

1.1 7.0 7,4 4.9

2.6 4,4 21.0 8,2

0.4 ,3.2 ,1.7

0.3 2,8 1.3 4.1

0.4 ,2.7 1.3 3.8

.1.9 6.6 6.7 5.7

0.2 2.7 0.6 3,4

0.3 1.6 0.5 (3.1

No Advice

Par- Chil-

ents dren

VA 85.4%.',

291 75.94

60.1 , 87.5°

90.8 85.5

79.6 81.2

67.4 61.2

80.2 81.0

83.4 80..5

71.0 70.0

88.9 86.0

90.3 85.6

83.8 86.8

57,6 ,80.9

88,4 84.9

69,7 Y 83.5

87.3 84.2

88.3 84.1

72.0 78.5

88.8 80.7

$4.3 80,2

77.9 76.3

Shouldn't Itch' Mustn't Watch

Par-

ents

thil-

dren

Par-

ents

Chil-

dren,

2.0% 2.9% 0.6% 1.9%

0.7 4.3. 0.4 5.4

'0.0 1.5 0.1 0.5

3.5 0.5 1,4

15.1 7.5 3.6. 5.0

17.6 16.6 11.5 15.6

14.7 6.7 3.1 4.9

12.1 7.7 3,7 7.5

0.2 .2.8 0.2 2.8

.047 2.4 0.3 0.9

4.7 4.1 0.9 2,0

1.0 2.1 0.4 1.3

0.2 2.3 0.2 1,8

2,3 1.8

)

'0,6 2.3 0.2° '1.7

8:7 4,9 1.9 3.7

8.1 5.1 -1.0 3.9

20.3 7,7 6.0, 2.7

3.3 0,9,, 3.7

10:6 6.4 4.2 (. 7.3

14.5 7.9 6.8 11.0

* Programs are those scheduled for broadcast during the 'periOd of Nov. 14-20. Excluded are. "movies" 4nd "specials."

For each program,' the lumber of respondents varied slightly.'" See Appendix B for sample sizes.
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Table 77 (cont'd)

Must Watch Should Watch lie Advice Shouldn't Watch Mustn't Watch

Time. x Par- Chil- Par-

rams: B'cast ent$ tire' . ._elits

ms 6630 1.8% 20%' 27.4%

Truth. 6-630 ,0.9- 3.4 8.1.

630-7 0.5 3.3 2'.9

'Wily . 630-7 1.1 5.1 13..5

;.- . . ,-, . 630-7 1.3 .2,9' 13.5

iaSheep. " 7 8 0.6 ;4.1 2.3

. . .. ... 7-730 2.2 8:8 14.8

;hirley. . . 734,8 1.1 6.9 6.5

8-830 0.5 4:5 3.2

m . . . . . 8 - 9 : 0.8 4.1 , . 1.8

'oor Man II. 8 '2* 9:,' I 0.6, 3.7 -, 1.8

a Time. '. . 830-9', 0.5 3.7 2.0

. . 9:-.10 1.0 4.6 5.8

'3'

iro trarris:,

-10
1 TO

ws. . . . . 6-630

Truth. . . . 6;630

. . 63Q1c,c :

am)l'y . . . . 630 7

ons-,,. 4 . . 630-

7-730

quares... . . 7-730

. :' 730-8

Family. . . . 8-830

3830-9

ight. . . . : '9 - 10

9 - 10

0.5 2.9 1.9

0.3 2.8 1:5

2.2 3.2 27.0

1.0 3.4' 8.2

0.6 3.7 3.0

1.2 5.4, '' 12.5

0.9 3:8 3.5

1.(k_ 5.1'. 5.1

0.4 1.8 4.3

0.2 2.0 0.8

0.8 4.6 4.6

0.3 3.1 1.3

0.5 2.0 1.7

0.6 3.4 2.7

Chil-

dren

Par-
,

ents

,Chil-

dren

Par-

ents

Chil-

dren

20.1 %, 70.4% 71.9% 0.2% 2'.3%

11.9 90.11 880' 0.7. (1.9

4'.6 91.3 87-.4 4.4 2.8

3.9 84(1 88.3 1.0 1.7

4.4
4

4.4
,

83,8

. 90.0

86.4

81.2

0.9

5.7

2.9

5.8

3.6 81.2. 85.3' 1.5 1.6

,3.4 86.4 86. 4.8 2.1

5.0 81.1 83.5 12.8 4.3

' 3.4 '. 79.2 83.0 15.3 5.5

3.3 65.3 64.6' 22:1 12.8

3.7.. 81.3 80.9. 12.1' 6.3

.4.0',, 72.7 74.8 13.5 ,7.4

'4,4 81.5 81.6 13.1. 5.8

4.0 87.5 83.2 8.2 4.5

19.9 70.5 72.7 0.2 1.8

5.4 89.9 88.4 0.7 1.8

4.1 , 91.4 86.5 4.3 3.4

, 4.1 85.0 88.0 1.0 1.6

4.0 90.9. 85.6 3.8 3.6

3.8 90.0 87.1 3.1 2.5

4:2i .92.3 86.8 2.3 3.9

3.4 'I 93.0 84.7 4. 4.2

4.1 ,80.5 82..9 11.3 5.4

3.0 287.3 83.7 7.8 5.2

3:6 87.6 80.0 7.8 /6.3
, 4.0 90.7 82.8 4.1 4.1

".Par- Chil-

. ents dren

0,1% -2:,,2%

- 0.2 1.0

0.8 1,8 j.'

0.2 1,0 I

0.5 3,4 1.:

1.5 4.5

0.3 0.6.

1.2 1.5:

2.4 2.6;

'3.0.4, 41.
, ., 15.5

4.1 5.5.. d/'

7.0 9.3./
3.0 5.1

2.6 5.5

0.1 O.
0.2 .0

1.1 2'.3

. 0.3 0.9

0.9 3:0

0.8 1.5

0.6 3.3

1.8 5.6

3.1

5.0

8.1

6

2.8

3.3'

2:4

2.0

es at the bottom,of the first page of the table.
'1
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Local TV news, 6-630

To Tell the Truth.'. . 6-630

Adam 12. ' 630-7

Andy Williats 630-7

,Partridge Family 630-7

Donnie & Marie 7 -

Lawrence Welk 7 - 8

Sanford and Son , 7-730

Chico and the Man. 730 -8

Rockford Files . . 8 - 9

Serpico a 9 -:10

Table 77 (cont'd) ,s

., Must Watch Should Match No Advice

Time Ti=-7705T: ,_- Chil- . Par- ' Ch'il-s

Thursday Progrms: \' tlicast 'ents dren ents ! dren ents , dren

Local it' n94s : t'6-630 2.0% 2.6% 26.3% 18.4% 701.5% , 74.3%

To Tell the Truth. . . . 6-630 1.0 , 3.6 8.9 5.1 89.2 88.6,

,.%

Partridge Family . 0 . . 630-7 1.3 5.4 11.8 3.6 85.4 88,2

, This Week: J.00king In. .' 630-7 0:3 0.8 1.6' 4.3 96.0 84.4

Gemini Man,. . . . . . . ,7 - 8 0,5 4.1 1,8 3.4 92.9 86.2

Welcome Back, Kotter ''. 7-73# 0.9 ' 6.7 7.6 3.4' 84.7 85.4

Barney Miller 730-8 0.3 3.5 3;0 #, 4.0 87.8 859,

(I'leTony Randall Show. . . . 8-830 0.3 3.0 's 2.2 3.4 92. 86.8-

, Nancy Walker Show:-. . . 830-.9 0,3 3.3 1.4 3.4 89.8 85.7

Barnaby Jones 9- 10 0.5 2.8,) 2.3 3.5 ,9G.1' I) 85.7

Streets San Francisco. . 9r, 10 0.6 3.2 2.3 4.0 '14.6 84.5

Friday Progrl'ai:

2.1 2.8 26.3 '18.4

1.0 3.8 8.4 5.2

0.6 3.3 3.3 3.8,

0.5 1.7 4.8 3.6

1.4 5.2 11.6' 3,7

2.1 6.8 13.0 3.6

0.8 1.9 6.0 4.3

1.2 4,9 3.9 3.8

0.8 4.0 3.0 3.7

0.6 4.1 2,1 3,7

0.4 2.6 1.3 2.6

()

See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.
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Shouldn't Wat h

Par- Chit

ents' 4en

0.1% 2.0%

0.8 1.6

4.4 , 2.8,

1,0 1.8

1.4 3.6

3.8 3.0

5.8 3.0

9.6 4,6

3.6 3,4

6.6 4.2

5.8 4.1

2.2 1.8

10.4 4.4

'Mqtp't Watch'

Par-' 'Chil-

ents dren

0.1% 2.6%

0.1 f 1 :1.'

1,0 ' 2,5

0.3' 1.0

0.7 6.9 ~-

1.1 3:2

1.0 1,6

1.4 \3.0

1.8 3.2

1.1 3.4

1.8 3.5

1.3 3.Y,

0.6 3,6

2.1 3.9

71,3 74.5 0.2 1,6 0.1 2.8

.89.7 88.5 0.7 ' 1.5 0.1 1.0

90.6 87.7 4.7 3.3 0,9 1.9

93.2 87.0 1.1 3.1 0,4 4.6

85,7 88.3 1.1 1.6 4 0.3 1.1

83.5 87.1 1,2 1.5 0.3 1.1

91.9 85.2 '0.9 3.6 0.4 5.1

88.9 87.3 5.1 2.3 0.8 ( 1.6

90.9 88.2 4.5 2.3 0.8 1.7

88.3 85.8 7.5 3.$ 1.4 2.6 '

81.7 79.9 13.2 '5.9 3.3 8.9



S'atyrday Programs:

total ITV negi 6-630

Hbllywood Square's,. .

Dolly t. 630.7

Hee 'Haw' 630-730

Emergency.... 7 - 8

,Holmes & Yoyo 7-730

Doc. . . . .. , 730-8

Mr. T. & I 730-8

Mary Tyler Moore Show. .8-830

StarskY & Hutch - 9

Bob Newhart Show . 830-9

Carol Burnett Show 9 10

Most Wanted 9 - 10

. Time

B'cast

MUst Watch

Chil7

ents. dren

6

2.0% 2.7%

0.5 1.3

0.6 2.7

1.0 P3.3

1.5 5.8

1.0 6.8

0.1 2.6

0.5 5.11

0.5 2.9

1.3 7.9

0.3. 2,5

0.7 4.2

6 3.2

lAle 77 (cont'd)

t. st4

hould.Watch

Pat- Chil-

ents den

26.8% '18.9%

'4.7 3.9

lti 3.0

4.8 3.9

10.6 't.2

4.8 3.2

1.3 . 3.1

2.3 3.3

4.3 4,1

4.0 '3.0

4.2 3.9,

7.7 3:8

1.5 A2 °9

,See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of the table.
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No Advice, Shouldn't Watch Mustn t Watch

par-.. @lit- Par- , Chil- Par- Chil-

ents 'dren ents dren ents , dren

70.9% 73.8%.,

0.3,, 88.6

94.7 86.3,

90.8 86.4

86.0 87.4

92.1 87.6

95.6 67.8

94.6 . 88.5

. 87.9

83.7 83.7

92.8 87.7

87.2 86.2

87.7 ,4 82.1

0.2%

2.1

2.1

.2.7

1.6

1.7'

1.9

2.1

2.1

9,3

2.2

3.2

8,1

2.0 4 '0.1% 2.6%

2.4f, 0.4

3.6 0.8 4,3

315 0.7 2.9%

1.8 0.3 0.8

1.5, 0.5 ,1,0

3.3 0.8 33

1.8 0.5 1.2

2.8 0.4 2.4

3.5 1.6 1.9

2.8 0.5 3.2

3.1 1.20 .2:8

5.3 2.2 6.5
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On balance, considering all sixty-eight programs, children reportgdaore
guidance than did parents. With respect to positive guidance-, the percentages
of children reporting that they:either'"must" or "should" watch were; higher .

than those of parents for-forty-nine ofthe programs;'-lower than those of
parents for nine;of the programs; and-about equal to those Of parents for the
remaining ten programs. .
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On the liative side of the "ledger," the percentages of children r( porting
that they sho ldn1t.or must not watch were: higher -thap those of parents for
thirty-two of the programs; lower than those of parents for twenty-one,of the
programs; and about equal to those of their parents,for the fifteen _other
programs. ,

Tap-j,g, 77 rather dramatically reveals the high percentages of'respondents
who reported. no parental advi,ceon the sixty-eight programs..

Effectsof the variable of sex.

Table 78 Analyzes pdrental guidance on evening programs by the sex of
the parents and their children.

There aNeared to be slightly more consensus among children thin among/
parents with respect to the'percentages reporting either positive or negatIve
.guidance. The percentage of boys and girls reporting positive guidanciPdif,
fered as much as four per cent or more in only three-instances,. Boys' reported:
more positive on'"Monday Nite Football" and "Baa Baa Black 5heep.".
Girls reported ore positive guidance on "Local TV News.'

Turn ng to negative guidance, the percentage of boys and gills differed
as'much as four per or more jn only two instances 'Boys reported more
negative lidance on "60 Minutes;' and girls reported More negative. guidance on
"Sybil."

Slightly greater disparities were noted among the'parentg1 'reports. The
percentages of men and women reporting positive guidance, differed as much as
four per cent in five instances. Women reported more positive guidance on
"Wprld\of Disney," "Local' TV News,"'"Happy Days;" and "Donnie & Marie," Men'
reported more positive guidance on "Monday Nite Football.

Turning to the negative side of, the "ledger,",thedifference's betweell men
and wOmeMweremOre numerous. The percentages of women reporting negative
guidance were higher-than those of pen by as much as four per cent far Seventeen
Rugrams:. "Sybil," "Kojak," "Delvecchio,V "Maude,"."Allit. Fair," "Executive
Suite," "Police'Woman," "Rich Man, Poor Man II'," "One Day at a Time," ."Family,"
"Police Story," "Alt in the Family," qtral-ney Miller," "Hawaii Five-0," "Streets
of San Francisco," "Rockford Files "'and "'Serpico," 1n4lo instance did the
percentage of men exceed that of women by as..much as four perCent,i,nthe
reports of negative guidance. -

,

On balance, it would.apoea'r that:_mothers provided pre guidance than fathers.
,



Table 18

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS OF PARENTAL GUIDANCE

ON EVENING TELEVISIONsPROGRAMS, 6:00-10:00 P.M.*

Sunday ,PrOgrams:

Cosby S ow).

60' Minutes,

World,OrDiShey.

'Six illionTollar Man

Sonny & Cher Show

Sybil (The Big Event). .

Kojak

Delvecchio . , . ,

Monday rograms:

B 'Sex of ,Parents Children -

4

Must/Should Match

Time 2, Parents Children'

B'cast Men ' Women Boys Girjs

No Advice .

Parents. ChilTin--

TeTITliii Boys Girl's

4

ShoUldn't/Mustn'tWatch

Parents Children

Men Women Boys Girls

6 - 7 7:3% 9.3% 11.0% 8.9% .90.2% '87.9% 83.5% 87.0% 2.5% 2.8% 5.5% 4.1%

6.- 7 19.4 18.4 14. 14'.2 79.5 80,7 73.3 18,2 1.1 0.9. 12.1 T.6

6 - 7 34.8. 42.4 12.1 9.0 65.1 57.4 85.4 89.3 0.0 0.1 .2.4 1.7s

1 - 8 . , 5.2 4.5 10.4 8.2 , 91.2.491,0 84.0 86.8 3.6 A.6 5.6 5.1

1 - 8 1.5 1.4 6.7 5.8 80.4 18.9 80.6 81.6 18.2 19.8 12.7 12.5

7 - 10 4.1 6.5 6.8 60.3 65.4 51.0 21.9 35.6 28.1 36.1

8,- 9 1.9 1.6 8.1 6.7 82.9 77.8 ' 19.5 82.3 15.3 20.6 12.4 11.0

9 - 10 .0.6 ,0.6 5.2 '3.5 85,6. 81.4 79.0' 82.0 i 13.8 18.0 15.9 14.5

L 'socjl,TV new' . ',6-636 26.9 29.8 2.2,1 26.5'

To Tell the Truth 6'7,630 8,5 11,2 1,1:7 9.8

AdaM 12, " 6104 4.2 3.5 9.4 1.2

Partridge Family 630-7 12,9 16.4 11.3 8.4

Wild Kingdom 1 ' 630-7 39.9 43.3 14.8 15.2

Captain & Tennille . ,i. 7 - 8 6.7 9.7 12.5 11.3

Little House on Prairie. .7 - 8, 23.2. 35.0 12.2 13.0

Rhoda 7-730 1.6 2.1 7.5 7.0

Phyllis 7.30 -8 0.9' 1.6 7.0 6.9

Maude.
,.. 8-830 1.3 1.6 7,3 5.9'

Monday Nite Football . .

,,

8 - 11 11.3, . 6.2 ir.1 7.8

All's Fair 830-9 , 0.7 0.6 6.7 :,,, 5.5

Executive Suite , 9 - 10 0.7. 0.8 5.4. 4.3

J
3 ,

72.7

90.5

.91.1

84:5

59.8

76.0

81.8

89;3

75.0

87.2

87.6

82.0

10.0

87.9

90.1

82.5

55.4

87.6

64,3

86.8.

87.7

68.9

90.7

81.5

74.1

71.3

84.1

84.1

84.9

80.6

83.6

82.7

2.8

83.4

79.0

.77.7

19.2

76.2

,68.7 13.,(

87.6 1.0

87.1

88.6

81'.0

86.0,

84.1

85.3

84.8

78.1

83.5

81.0

76.2

4.1'

1.7

0.3

3.6

0.8

10.6

9.8

23.7

1.4

11.7

17.3

0.2

0.9

6.3

1.1

0.3'

2.7

0.9

11.1

10.7,

29.5

3.1

17.9

25.1

6.6 4.8

4.2 2.6

6.5, 5.7

3.8 3.0

4.6 3.8

3.9 2.6

5.2 2.9

9.6 7.7

9.6 8.3

13.7 16.0 '

5.2 8.6

14.0 13.5

18.4 19.4

* Programs are those scheduled for broadcast during the period of November 1420. Excluded are 'movies' and "specials."

For each program the number of Os °indents varied slightly.' See Appendix B for sample sizes.
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' Table 18 (cont'd) 1/

Must.Should Watch

Time. Parents Children

Tuesday Programs: B'cast Men Women Boys Girl

Local TV news 6-630 26.9% 30.9% 20.9% 26.2%

To Tell the Truth 6-630 6.9 10.5 8.9 7.7

Adam 12 630-7' 3.3. 3.0 9.0 6.9

Partridge Family 630-7 12.7 16.1 9.4 . 8.6

the Muppets 630-7 10.6 18.4 7.8 7.0

Baa Baa Black Sheep. . 7 - 8 3.5 2.2 10.8 ,6.4

Happy Days 7.730 14.2 19.1 13.0 12.0

Laverne & Shirley 730-8 5.4 8.8 10.1 10.5

MASH \ 8=830. 3.6 3.3 10.8 8.4

Police Woman 1 8 - 9 1.9 2.3 8,2 7:0

Rich Man, Poor an II. 8 - 9 1.7 2.3 7.7 6.3

One Day at a Time 830-9 1.5 '2.8' 7.6 7.1

Family 9 - 10 4.1 8.4 7.7 9.4

Police Story 9 - 10 1.9 2.3 8.2 6.7.

Switch 9 10 1.6 1.5 8'.1 5.6

Wednesday Programs:

Local TV news 6-630 26.6 31.0 20.3 25.6

To Tell the Truth. . . 6.630 3,0 10,7 8.9 8.7

Adam 12 630-7 3,5' 3.2 9.1. 6.5

Partridge lily 630-7 11.6 '15,2 10.3 8.7

The Jeffers s 630-7 3.1 4.8 8.0 7.8

Good Times 7-730 4.8 6.4 9.2 8.7

Hollywood .Squ res 7-730 3.7 5.4 6.1 5.9

Ball Four 730-8 1.0 0.8 5.9 5.1

All in the Family. . 8-830 5.2 4.8 9.3 8,1

Alice 830-9 1..2 1.4 6.3 6.1

The Blue Knight 9 -10 1,8 1.9 6.9 4.2

The Quest '9 - 10 2,6 3.4 8.8 , 6.1

No Advice Shouldn't/Mustn't Watch

Parents Children Parents Children

Men Women i5TTiFF Men Women Boys Tifii

72.8% 68.6% 73.3% 70.6% 0.3% 0.4% 5.8% 3.3%

92.2 88,7 87.5 90.1 1.0 0.8 3.7 2.2

92.3 90.9. 86.4 88.3 4.4 6.1 4.6 4.8

85.9 82.8' 81.1 89.3 1.5' 1.1 3.4 2.1

88.3 80.1 84.5 88.1 1.1 1.5 7.7 5.0

91.3 89.0 81.9 80.5 5.2,, 8.8 7.3 13.1

84.1. 79.0 84.3 86.1 1.6 1.8 2.6 1:9

88.3 85.2 86.0 86.3 6.2 6.1 3.9 3.2

82.7 79.8 82.9 83..9 13.7 17.0 6,2 7,7

83.4 75.7 82.7 83.1 14,7 22.0 9.0 9:9

70.r , 60.9 66.2 63.1 28,2 36.7 26.0 30.6

85.4 77.8 80.0 81.1 13.1 19.4 12.3

77.6 68.5 73.7 75.6 18.3 23.1 18.6 15.0"'

85.4 78.4 80.9 82.3 12.8 19.4 11.0 11.0

90.9 85.0 82.3 83.9 7.6 13.5 9.6 10,5

73:1 68.7 74.7

92.1 88.4 87.8

92.0 90.5 84.8

86.8 83.8 86.7

91.9 90.4 85.1

91.3 89.4 86.5

93,5 91.6 84.8

93.3 92.7 83.8

82.7 78,9 83.6

89.3 85.7 82.8

90.0 85.9 80.4

92.0 89.8 82.3

70.7

88.9

88,1

89.1

85.4

87.7

88.6

85.5

82.2

84.4

79.8

83.4

0.3 0.3 5.0

0.9 0.9 3.3

4.5 6.2 6.1

1.6 1.0 3.0

5.0 a 4.8 6.3

3.9

2.8

5.6

12.2

4.2 4.3

3.1 9.1

6.5 10.3

16.4 .7.1

9.5 12.9 11.0

8.3 124 12.7

5.4 6.9 8.9

3,5

2.4

5.3

2.1

:6.8

3.6,

5.5'

9.4

9.8

9.5

16.0

10.5

See footnotes at the bottoM of the first page of the table.
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Table 78 (cont'd)

Thursday Programs

Local TV'news

Time

B'cast Men Women ,Boys Girls N Men. Women toys Girls

Must/Should Watch No Advice,

Parents Children Parents Children

6-630

)*ci Tell `the Truth. , . 6-630

Adam 12 630-7

Partridge Family 630-7

This Week: Looking In. . ...' 630.7

Gemini Man

7Welcome Back, Kotter . . 7-4
Barneyfiller 730-8

Hawaii Five-0 .8 - 9

Tony Randall Show 8-830,

Nancy Walker Show 830.9

Barnaby Jones 9 -10

Dick ,Van Dyke & Co,. . '9 - 10

Streets San, Francisco. . 9 - 10

Friday Programs:

25.8%, 29.9%

7.8 11.4

3.5

11.0

1.4

7.2

3.3

2.2

2.4

1.3

2.5

6.9

2.7

Local TV news. . . . . . , 6-630 26.3,

To Tell the Truth. . , . 6-630 7.2

Adam 12 630-7 .3.1

Andy Willtams. ... . . . 630-7 4,0

Partridge Family, . . . . 630-7 11,1

Donnie & Marie 7 -, 8 12,0

iLawrence,Welk' ' 7 8 6.9

Sanford and Son. . , , ., , ,.,74.73(if 5.1

ChiO4and .the 'Man 14'9.8 3.7

`Rbtkford ',F i) es ., 0 . . .,'' 8,.:- '2.8

Se,)"06. , ',';. ,' . ";.' ;,0 ; 1,6
\

,

3.3

14.8

1.9

2,0

9.3

3.0

2.3

2.2

1.6

2.5

.8.5

2.6

19.2% 22.8%

9.0 8.5

9.2 ,5.5

10.1 8.0

5.2 5.2

9:1 6.0

1:1.5 8.7

8.7 6.4

8.5 5.8

-7.1 5.8

7.2 6.2

6.9 5.8

9.2 7.3

8,4 6,1

73.9% 69.8% ';75.5% 73.1%

91.3 87.9 87.0 /90.0

91.8 90.6 85.7 88.9

84.1 87.1 89.3

96.8 95,8 83.8. 84.8

94.4 91.9 85.3 87.1

86.3 83.5 84.6 86.1'

89.9 86.2 85.3 86.3

89.0 83.9 83.9 86.1

94.1 92.2 '85.4 88.0

91.4 88.6 83.6 81.5

91.8 89.0 84.4 86.9

90.5 88.5 84.6 88.0

87.9 82.0. 83.8 85.1

30.1 19.0 23.3 73.5

11.0 10.2 7.9 91.9

3.4' 8.5 5.9 91.2

6.1 5.4 5.3 '94.6

14.5 9.8 8.1 87.4

17.6 10.3 10.4 86.6

6.7 6.4 6.0 92,0

4.6', :9.7 '7.9 90.5

3.3 1
, 6.5 92.0

9.6 6.2 90.5

1.5 7.2 3.5 84.1,

See footnotes. at the bottotilif iksi'oPageif the table.

69.7

88.2

90.5

92.4

84.5

81.0

92,0

88.0

90.4

86.8

79,7

76.1. 72.8

86.7 '90.1

86.2 88.9

85.5 88.2

87.2 89.4

86.7 87.4

83.8' 86.4

86.3 88.3

87.3 89.0

84.3 87.2

79.1 80.6

Shouldn't/Mustn't Watch

Parents Children

Men Women joys Girls

.0.2% 0.2% 5.3%

0.9 0.8 4.0

4.6

1;6

1.8

1.6

6,5

6.8

8.8

3,5

7,4

5.8

2.5

9,4

6.1' 5.1

1.1 2.9

2.2 11.0

6.1 5.6

1.1 3.9

10.8 6.0

13.8 7.5.

5.6 7.5

9.8 9.2

8.4 8.6

3.1 6.1

15.5 7.8

0.2 0.3 . 444

0.9 0.7 3.0

5.1 6.0' 5.2

1.3 1.5 9.0

1.5 1.1 3.0

1.5 1.3 3.0

1.0 '1.3 9.9

4.4 7.4 4.(}

4.3 6.4 3.6

10.9 6.1

6.4 10,4. 13.7

4.1%

1.5

5.6

2.7

10.1

6.9

5.2

7.3

8.1

,6.2

6.3

7.4

4.7

8.8

3,9

2.0

,5.2

6.5

2.5

2.2

7.6

3..8

4.5

6.6

15.9
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Table 80 (cont'd)*

Type of Guidance Situation Comedies Police Musical/ Adult .Action .Fantasy Quiz- CoUntry- News &

b'y All Famil Adult Detective Comedy Drama Adventure Adventure Gamei Western infin

Demogqphit Group INT 11 (14), 1f41 (/) 1J1- (2) 71-

NO ADVICE GIVEN,

Wichita

Parents 87.6 88.2 87.2 85.4 87.6 12.1 86.7 91.4 90.7 92.6 74.3

Children , 84.6 85.9 83.7 82.2 84.5 69.6 82.7 .s 84.7 86.6 85.4 73.2,

'Non-Wichita

ar1r ants 87.2 89.0 85.9 85.1 86.3 69.1 89.4 92.8 91.6' 93.1 77.7

Children 87.4 89.5 85.9 '85.3 87.9 69;2 86.6 88.5 .490.9 88.9, 79.3

Fathers -35

Fathers

Children

Fathers 35.,49

Fathers

Children

Fathers 50+

Fathers 89.9 90.5 89.4 , 88.5 , 78.4 90.9 92.0 12 92.9 73.0,

Children 89.2. 91.5 87.5 87.9 88.7 71.8 88.8 90.8 82,5 89.5 79.5

Mothers ,- 35.

Mothers f 85.2 86.0 84.6 82.1

Children '82.2 83.4. 81.3 1 79.7

Mothers 35-49

Mothers 87.4 89.0 ,86.2 84.3 86.6 67.8 89.5 92,1 91,0 93.6 75.7

Children 88.7 90.4 87.4 86.6. 89.0 72.0 88.1 89.4 91.3 89.8 77.3

Mothers 50+

Mot ers 83.8 85.8 82.3 81.9 83.9 68.3 86.9

Chien 88.5 90.5 87.1 85.7 87.2 74.1 88.3

88.5 88.9 88.2 86.9

82,0 83.5 80.9 )78.8

89.2 90.2 88.4 87.8

8a.:2 90.1 86.9 86.0

88.2 73:8 88.1

82.2 63.7 79.5

.89,0 77,3 91.0

'88.6 71.9 87.4

92.9 92.2 93.0 77.8

82.1 85.1 82.7 71.3

93.0 92.7 93.6 76.3

88.6 90.8 89.8 76.5 ,

85.6 63.5 86:2 90.7: 89.0 91.8 75.5

82.1 . 66.1 79.5 82.0 84.7 82.6 71.3

91.4' , 87.1 89.4 63.5

89.7 89.0 '89.7 76.7

See footnotes at the bottom, of the first page of this table.
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Type of Guidance

by ,

Demographic Group

NO' ADVICE GIVEN

Fathers: leii than

high school

at ers

Table 80 (cont d)*

Situation Comedies . Police-

A 1 Family Adult Detective

(14) 77-

Musical/ Adult Action

Comedy Drama Adventure

lig

Fantasy ,Quiz- Country- , News,&

Adventure Games Western Inf'n

(2) 1/1-
L

09.0 87,4 90.2 90.4 87,7 81.3 90.4 90.7 89.5 90.7 1.1(

Children 4,82.0 83.4 81.0 80.4 81.2 69.5 81.1 83.6 83,4 82.8 71.31,

,

Fathers: High

school grads:

Fathers 89.7 90.2 89.3 90.6 88.9 77.1 90.5 93, 91.8 93.0 76.6

ChilOrec,:. 86.2 87.6 85.3 85.5 86.2 70.6 85.4/ 87.3. 88.2 86.1 14.9

Fathers: Some

College ,,

Fathers 88.8 90.6 87.6 85.5 89.1 74.7 90.1 93.0 , 94.0 94.4 77.4

Children 8.8.2 90.4 86,7, 84.9 89.0 '69,5 87.0 88.3 91,9 .90.1 77.1

Mothers: less.than , ,

high school

'Mothers 86.9 86:5 87.1 81.7 86(4 k2 88.3 90.9 88.7 91.4 73.7

Childln 80,6 8)'.9 , 79.6 , 79.1 79.1 69,1 78.6 ' 81.4 82.6 80.1 (69.4

,

Mothers: High ,

school grads.
..,-7

1

Mothers 86.5 , 87.6 85.8 85.1 85.6, 65.4 88,4 ri.5 a9,.4 92.1 75.5

Children 85.9 87,3.,. 84.9 84.8 86'.,11, 69,9 (85e2 i 86.4 88.0 , 87'.6 74.8

IA

Mothers: Some
.

,

College

Mothers 86.0 88:5, 84,2 79.2 86.6 63.2 87.7 92,0 91.6 4' 94.1 75.5.

Children 1 .88.6 90.4 87.3 84;6 t 89.2 69.5 86.6 88.6 9,0?.0 '89.3 77.6 ,

1 ,

* See footnotes at the bottom of the first page of this table,
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Parents and.childre ving in Wichita reported more.positive guidance
than did their counterparts 11 in towns and rural areas outside Wichita on

program types except one, "cou try-western music," for which the difference
in, reports by the two residence gro ps was not significant.

Age of the father had a definite influence on parental advice provided to
children, although "linear trends" were not observed in most instances. There
were trends in the guidance reported by fathers on "musical/comedy variety,"
"action-adventure drama;" and "cduntry,western music'* -the younger the father,
the more positive was the guidance. To a lesser extent this was also true of
the children. In the absence of trends, in all but two instances, the younger
fathers (under thirty-five years of age) reported more positive guidance than
did the older fathers (fffty,years of age or older). The two exceptions were
"quiz-games shows" and "news And information" on which more positive guidance'
was reported by the older fathers.

Age of the father was also an important variable reflected in the
children's reports. With on4exception, the younger thefathees the more positive
was the guiidance reported by '4,=1: children on all program types. The exception
occurred in the case of "action-a.venture drama" on which less'positive guidance
was reported by children of the middle-aged fathers (thirty -'five to forty-nine .

years of age).

Age of the mother appeared to be a less consistent variable. Older
mothers (fifty or more) reported more guidance-than mothers under thirty-five
on "adult situation comedy," "police-detective drama," "quiz-games shows,"
"country-western music," and "news and information." The reverse was true in
the cases of "family situation comedy," "'musical/cothedy varieties," "adult,
drama," "action-advehture," and "fantasy adventure drama." qg

k

With respect to the children, those whose mothers Were fifty years of
age or older reported less guidance than children of the younger mothers in
every case except "news and information."

Education of the parents had a significant and consistent effect on the
amount oNaositjve guidance reported. With three minor exceptions, the higher
the educatibnal attainments of the parents, the lower were the percentages of
both parents and children reporting positive guidance. The minor exceptions
occurred in the case of "news and information" programs.

Negative guidance on types of programs

Overall guidance, by program type. As Table 80 reveals, the program type
for which th most negative guidance was reported was "adult drama." This
was tru all rwondents and all demographic groOs. Approximately twenty-. -

er cent of all parents and children reported negative guidance on that
program type--a proportion which'was more than twice as great as that reported
for the.type which received the next most negative guidanbe ("police-detective
drama"). The latter was followed by "adult situation coned? in the incidence

ti
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of 'negative guidance reported by both parents and children,.

-Guidance, by demographic groups. On four of the ten program types,
parents reported more negative guidance

,four

did their children. The four
were "adult drama," "pOlice-detective drama," and both types of situation
comedy.. On the other six types, children reported more negative guidance.

(-On eight the ten program types,'mothers,reported more negative guidance
than did fathers. The two exceptions were "quiz-games shows" and "news and
information" for which there was no significant difference between mot = a
fathers in their reports.

Boys and girls,i,Affered considerably in their reports of ne ative
guidance. Boys repo' ed more negative guidance on five types:' "as it situation
comedy," "musical/comedy varieties," "quiz-games shows," "country-we ern music,"
and "news and information." Girls, on the other hand, reported more negative
guidance on "police-detective drama," "adult drama," "action-adventure," and
"fantasy-adventure dramas." There was no difference between boys and girls in
their reports on "family situation comedy."

The grade level of the student had.a significant effect upon reports of
negative guidance. For all ten program types, children in the grade shcools and
their parents reported more negative guidance than did junior high students
and their parents.

Race'Wes also a significant, but intonsistent,variable. With the exception
of "news and information," White'parents-reported mom negative guidanCe than
Black parents on all program types._ In contrast, with the same exception,
Black children reported more negative guidance than Aid White children. The
basis of this anomaly was not found in the data collected.

Place of residence did not have a consistent effect. Parents and children
living outside Wichita reported more negative guid nce_on ufamily",and "adult",
situation comedies, "police-detective drama," "mu cal/comedy,yarieties," s

"action-adventure" and "fantasy - adventure" dramas They reported less guidance
on "quiz-games shows,," "country- western music," d "news-information."
'Children of non-Wichita parents generally parall led their parents in-reporting
guidance on "adult" and "family" situation come les, "musical/comedy varieties"
and "adult drama," but reported less negative guidance than Wichita children 0
"action-adventure".and "fantasy-adventure" dramas.

Age of the father was not a consistent variable. With respect to the
fathers themselves, the younger the father thelower were the proportions
reporting negative guidance on "action-adventure drama," "fantasy adventure
drama," "country-western music,"-Old "musical/comedy variety" programs.

Age of the motherr had significant effects upon reports of the children. The
children of the yourigest mothersjunder thirty-five years'of a01 reported more '
negative guidance o(n all prograiiftypes than did children of older mothers. There
was not a consistent parallel, however, in their mothers' reports. The older
mothers reported more negative guidance on both types of situation comedy,
"musical/comedy variety" programs, "action-adventure dramas," "fantasy adventure
dramas,".and "country-western music."
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\Educational att nmdnt of the parents apparently was responsible for six
trends, at leaST with respect to the reports of the parents. The higher the
level' of formal schooling, the more negative was the guidanCe on "adult drama,"
"police-detective drama," "adult situation comedy," "action- 'adventure drama,"
and "country- western music." A slight reverse trend was noted in the case of
"news and information programs.." A parallel was noted in the childreh's
reports for "news and information," "country-western music," and "adult drama."

275

In addition, trends were observed-in children's reports only with respect
to "musical/comedy variety" and " 'z -games shows"--the lower the educational
attainments of the parents, the igher were the percentages of childrn
reporting negative guidance. A everse rend was noted in the case of,"fantasy-
adventure drama."

1,

Lack of parental guidance

The last three pages of Table 80 present the percentages of respondents
who reported no parental guidance, by type of program. Having examined the
incidence of either positive or negative guidpnce,.little further needs to
be said about the'lack of guidance. As Table 80 reveaTs, the incidence of
"no advice" rises and falls, by type, depending on the amount of guidance
reported,in the two preceding subsections.

,Once again, however, Table 80 demonstrates rather dramatically the very
high percentages of both-parents and children whp reported no parental
guidance, regardless of the type of program.

Parents: and Children's Reports of Parental Guidance ,
on Saturday Morning Television Programs

Reports of all respondents

The laisSez faire attitude apparent in the'reports of parental guidance on
evening programs was even more,pronounced with respect to Saturday morning
television phgrams. For the twenty-four program listed in Table 81, the
average of the percentages of parents reporting "n dvice" was 91.9%--slightly
higher than that computed, from the reports by children (88.2%),

..11.37.

As Table 81 reveals there. was little evidence of "required" viewing,
a finding which was-not unexpected, of course. Based on parents' reports,
the program most frequently, mentioned as one which children "must" watch was
"In the News," a five-minute "news and.turrent events".program broadcast eight
times during the morning-normally before'the hour and the half-hour. "In the
_News" was reported as "required" viewing by 2.6% 43f the parents. Only five
other programs were reported as.required viewing by more than one per,cent of
the parents. .

v



Table 81

COMPARISON, OrPARENTS AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS OF PARENTAL

GUIDANCE ON SATURDAY MORNING TELEVISION PROGRAMS1

8ySexofPareildChildren-

Must Watch' Should Watch144 No Advice Shouldn't Watch Mustn't Watch
Time Par- Chil- Par- Chil- Par- Chil- Par- Chil- Par- ,Chil-

B!cast ents dren ents dren ents dren ents dren ents dren

Pro rams:

Sylvester A Tweety. . . . 77725 1.0%

Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape . . '7-755
, 1.0

,Woody Woodpecker Show . . 7-730 0.0
In the News 725-730 'Li
Bugs Bunnyload Runner. 730-825 1.

Numbly Show I, 730-755 0.5

) Th6 Panther 730-9 1.1

ool House Rock'. . . . 755-8 1.4

Jabberjaw 8-825 G.6

Scooby Doo/Dynomutt . . 830-925 0.8

'Tartan, Lord of Jungle. . 830-855 0.6

McDuff., the Talking Dog . 9-930 . 0.5

ShaZam/Isis Hour 9-955 0.8

Thq\Kroffts Super Show. 930-1055, 0.6

The Monster Squad . . . 130-10 0.4

Ark II 10-1025 0.4

Land of the Lost. . . . . 10-1030 0.5

Big John, Little John . 1030.11 0.5

Clue Club 1Q30 -1055 0:4

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids . 1,-1125 1.2

Jr. Almost. Anything Goes. 11-1125 1.2

Kids from C,A.P.E.R.. . . 111-1130 PO.4

Muggsy ;1130-12 . 0.4

Way Out Games . . . 1130-1155 . 0.6

4.5% 6.2% 2.8% 91.0% 89.1% 1.5% 1.9% 0.3% 1.8%
5.1 4.7 3.1 92.3 88.9 1.6 1.5 0.3 1.4
4.2, 6.0 2.7 91.4 89.0 1.3 2.1 '0.3 1.9
2.0 19.0 6.9 76.8 84.5 1.2 2.7 0.4 3.9
5.5 7.9 2.8 89.1 88.6 1.3 1.9 0.3 1.2
3.9 1.5 2.8 94.9 87.7. 2.3 0.9 3.3'

5.1 5.7 2.9 91.2 88.8 1.7 1.8 0.3, 1.5
-3:0 7.4 3.9 88.7 87.9 1.8 2.3 0.7 2.9
.4.7 1.9 2.8 94.3 88.6 ,L5 2.2 0.7 1.7
6.1. 3.1 2.6 92.9 88.1 7.2 1.5 0.5 1.5
4.2 2.2 2:9 93.9. 88.3. , 2.6 2.2' 0.7 2.5
4.1 2.2 2.8 94.211 88.3 2,4 2.0 0.8 2.8
3',3 3.8 3.2 .90.4 88.7 4.0 2.1 1.0 2.6
6:0 1.9 2.4 93.3 87.4 3.2 2.1 0.9 2.1
3.8 1.5 3.0 92.5 88.0. 4.6 2.2 1.0 3.0
3.2 1.4 2.5 94.8 87.8 2.5 2.6 '0.9 3.9
4.2 2.9 2.7 92.1 88.9 3.8 1,.9 0.8 2.3
3.6 2.1 2.8 94.2 88.3 2.4 2.4 0.8 2.9
3.6 1.4 2.7 95.2 88.3 2.1 2.3 0.9 3.1
5.0 .7.4 2.7' 88%9 88.7 2.0 1.7 0.6 1.9
2.4 5.9 2.8 90.3 88.3 1.9 1.9 0.7 1.6
3.4 1.6 2.5 94.9 .88.1 2.4 2.5 0.8 3.6
3.3- 1.8 2.6 94.7 88.2 2.2 2.3 0.9 3.6
3.9. 2.8 3.0 93.8 87.9 2.2 2.3 0.6 3.0

Programs are those scheduled for broadc4t'on Nov. 13. For each program, the number Of respondents varied slightly.

\\,,

See Appendix1B for sample sizes.

/ Fie-minute program broadcast also at 7:55, 8:25, 8:55, 9:55, 10:25, 10:55, 11:25, and 11:55.

3 Five-minute program broadcast also at 8:25,'9i25 10:55: and 11:25.

?
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A laizzez faire attitude was even more prevalent on the negative side
of the "ledger." Only one prOgram, "The Monster Squad", was reported as
prohibited ("must not watch") by'as many as bne per cent of the parents.

.

The children's perceptions of positive and negative guidance were pro-
portionately greater than those of their parents for all twenty-fou programs.
For twenty of the programs/fie children reported more positive than negative
guidance. The exceptions to the rule were "In the News," "The Monster. Squad,"
"Ark .11," and "Kids from C.A.P.E.R"--programs which were either comparatively
unpopular with the children or had never been viewed by them. The differences
between positive and negative. guidance on these programs, however, were'not
great.

As noted in -the preceding chapter, substantial percentages of parents
had "never seen" some of the Saturday morning programs. But the lack of
familiarity was not wholely responsible for the parents' lack of guidance.
For example, the program with which the parents were most familiar--"Bugs
Bunny/Road Runner"--still reflected a high percentageTg.6%) of parental
reports of "no adVice."

One can only conclude that parental guidanCe on specific Saturday morning
programs was minimal, for whatever the reason. This conclusions reflects the',
perceptions of both parents and their children.

Differences attributable to the variable of sex

Table 82 compares the incidence of parental guidance as perceived and
reported by fathers, mothers, boys, and girls. In the table, choices_repre-
senting encouragement ("must" or "should" watch) were combined, and the combined
percentages reflecting those choices will be interpreted as indices of
"positive. guidance." Similarly, the choices representing discouragement ("should
not" or "must not" watch) were combined, and the combined percentages reTlecting
those choices will be interpreted as indices of "negative guidance."

On all twent;4our programs, mothers reported more positive,guidance
that fathers. ,Among the children, however, the effect of sex was in the
opposite direction. Boys reported more positive guidance than girls on every
program except "In the News."

With respect to negative guidance, little difference between the sexes
was noted in the reports.

The program on which parents reported the most positive guidanCe was
"In the News," nearly one of four and one of six of the mothers and fatherg,
respectively, reporting that their children "must" or."should" view that program.
Parents' perceptions of positive guidance on "In the Newi" were not shared by/
their 'sons who reported the most positive guidance on one of their "top"
favorites, "Scooby Doo/bynomutt."

Positive guidance was reported by as many as ten per cent of the mothers
on only three programs--!!In the News," "School House Rock," and "Fat Albert &
the Cosby Kids." ,

, .

4 1 ':'



Table 82

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS OF PARNTAL

GUIDANCE ON SATURDAY MORNING TELEVISION PROGRAMS'.

- By Sex of Parents and Children -

Programs:

Sylvester & Tweety. .

Tom & Jefty/Grape Ape . .

Woody Woodpqcker Show . ,

In the News'. . . . .

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner.

Mumbly Show

The Pink Panther

School House . .

Jabberjaw

Scooby Doo/Dynomutt . .

Tarzan, Lord of Jungle. .

,McDuff, the Talking Dog

Shazam/Isis Hour

The Kroffts' Super Show.

The Monster Squad . .

Ark II. . .. . . .

Land of the lost ,

Big John, Little John .

Clue Club

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids

Jr. Almost Anything Goes

Kids from C.A.P.E.R.

Muggsy

Way Out Games

Time

B'cast

Must/Should Watch No Advice

Parents Children Parents Children

Men Women lio,TsGIT's Men Women Boys Girls

Shouldn't/Mustn't Watch

Parents Children

Men.. Women boys Girls

7 -125 5.7% 7.7% 8.2% 6.5% 92.4% 90.6% 87.6% 90.3% 1.9% 1.7% 4.2%'

7-755 5.0 5.8 .9.9 6.7 93.0 92.3 87.1 90.4 2.0 '1.9 3.0

7-730 6.0 7.0 8.5 5.5 92.3 91.4 87.2 90.6 1.7 1.6 4.3

725-730 16.7 25.0 8.6 9.1 1 81.4 73.6 84.6 84.4 2.0 1.4' 6.8

730-825 8.1 9.3 9.6 7.0 90,1 89.1 87.2 89:9 1,7 1.6 3.2

730 -155 1.4 2.0 7.7 , 5.9 95.2 95.0 ,87.2 88.2 3,4 3.0 5.1

730-9 5.0 7.6 9.4' 6.6 93.0 90.5 87.0' 90.4 2.0 1.9 3.6

755-8 5.3 10.9 7.5 6.4 91.6 86.8 86,8 88.9 3.0 2.2 5,7

8-825 1,7, 2.6 8.9 6.3 94.9 94.3 86.9 90.1 3.4 3.0 4.2

830-925 2.8 4.1 10.8 7.0 93.,7 92.9 86.2 90.1 3.5 3.0 3.0

830-855 1,8 3.0 8.2 /5.9 94.8 93.7 87.4 89.1 3.3 3.3 4.4

9-930 1.6 2.9 7.0 6.8 95.0 94.1 87.5 88.9 3.4 3.0 5,4

9-955 3.3 5.1 7.2 T 6.0 92.1 98.6 87.5 89.8 4.6 5,3 5.3

930-1055 1.4 2.8 9.3. 7.5\ 94.4 93.1 86.4 88.3 4.2 4.1

930-10 1.0 2.1 7.4 6.2 93.8 92.1 86.9 88.9 5.2 5.8 5.7

10-1025 1.0 2.1 7.3 4.2 95.6 94.7 86.2 89.3 3.5 3.2 6.4

10-1030 , 2.1 3.8 8.1 5.8 93.6, 91.5 88.0 89.8 4.3 4.7 '3.9

1030-11 1.5 2.9 7.0 5.9 95.0 94.0 87.6 138.9 3.5 3.0 5.4

1030-1055 0.9 1.9 8.0 4.8 96.0 95.2 .87.0 89.5 3.0 2.8 5.0

11-1125 5.2 10.4 8.8 6.7 '91.9 87.4 87.5 89.7 2.9 2.2 3.7

11-1125 4.6 8.5 9.8 7.0 92.7 89.0 87.0 89.4 2.7 2.5 3,3

11-1130 , 1.1 2.3 .6.4 5.4 95.5 94.9 87.2 88..8 3.5 2.8 6.4

1130-12 1.2 2.5 6.3 5.4 95.6 94.6 87.6 88.8 3.2 2.9 6.1

1130-1155 2.4 3.9 7.5 6.1 94.6 93.6 87.2 88.5 3.1 2.5 5.2

3.2%

2.9

3.9

6.5

3.1

5.9

3.0

4.7

6.3

2.9

5.0

4.3

4.?

r 4.9

6,5

4.4

5.2

5.7

3.6

,3.7

5.8

5.8

5.4

1

Programs are those scheduled for broadcast on Nov. 13. For each program, the number of respondehts varied slightly.

See Appendix B for sample sizes.

2
Five-minute program broadcast also at 7:55, 8:25, 8:55, 9:55, 10:25, 10:55, 11:25, and 11:55.

ILI1Five-minute program broadcast also at 8:25, 9:25, 10:55; and 11:25. 319
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Differences attributable to variables other than sex

- In a succession of tables, analyses will be made of the effects upon
parental'guidance of several demographic variables- -grade level of the student,.
race of the respondents, urban/rural residence, age of the parents, and the
formal schooling of the parents. Again, as has been the practice in preceding
chapters, only the "highlights" will, be summarized in the following text.
Readers may wish to examine the tables in more detail.

Because of the high incidence of "no advice," the percentages in the
tables reporting positive or negative guidance necessarily will be small in
most cases, and,differences that will be noted will not always be statistically
significant.

Effects of the grade level of the student. Table 83 reveals that on\pach
of the twenty-four programs, children in the elementary gradeS (fourth through
the sixth) and thefr parents reported more positive guidance than did the
junior high school students and their parents.

For all progrm, the percentage of the younger children reporting
positive guidance-anioroached or slightly exceeded ten per cent. The percentages
of the parents reporting positive guidance, however, equalled or exceeded ten
per cent in only five cases--"In the News," "School House Rock," "Fat Albert &
the Cosby Kids," "Jr. Almost Anything Goes," and "Sylvester & Tweety."

Effects of the variable of race. For each, of the twenty-four programs
listed in 'Table 842 higher percentages of Black parents and their children
than of Whites reported positive guidance., A similar pattern was noted-in
the negative guidance reported by Black childrenc However, White parents
reported more negative guidance than did Black parents, although the dif-
ferences between the two races frequently were not great.

Next to "In the News," "Fat Albert and the Cosby Kids" was the prograffi
mentioned most often by Black parents as one on which positive'§uidance was
provided.

Effects of urban /'rural residence. Wichita residents, both parents and
children, reported more positive guidance than their non-Wichita counterparts
on all twenty-four programs. Non-Wichita residents, in nearly every instance,
reported more negative guidance, but the differences between the two residence
categories frequently were small. (See Table 85.)

Effects of the age of the fathers. Tables 86 and,87 were developed to
show the effects of the age of the fathers and mothers, respectively, upon
parental guidance provided to their children. Omitted from .the tables are the
reports of "no advice." As a consequence, the percentages in the tables, are
generally quite small.

On balance, younger fathers--those under thirty-five years of age- -
reported more positive guidante than the older fathers. Two "trends' were

s,



Table 83 2

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS OF PARENTAL

GUIDANCE ON SATURDAY MORNING TELEVISION PROGRAMS'

- By Grade Level of Children -

through the 6th _grades

Must/Shouid

Watch It No Advice

7th through the 9th grades

Shouldn't/ Must/Should

Mustn't Watch It

Programs:

Time

B'cast

Par-

ents

Chil-

dren

Par-

ents

Chil-

dren

Par-

ents

Chil-

dren

Par-

ents

Chil-

dren

Sylvester & Tweety. . 7-725 10.0% 11.9% 89.0% 83.7% 1.0% 4.3% 4.3% 2.3%
Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape . 7-755 8.2 '13.8 90.7 '83.1 1.1 3.1 3.2 2.2
Woody Woodncker Show . 7-730 9.7 11.5 89.5 83.5 0.8 44 4.2 2.0

rn the News. = . .. 725-730 28,4 11.8 70.6 78.6 1.0 9.6, 14.4 5.6
Bugs Bunny/Road Runner. 730-825 12.4 13.5 86.2 '83.2 0.9 3.3 5.4 2.6

Muthbly Show

The Pink Panther

730-755

730-9

3.1

-49.-

/ 11.7

13.2

94.5

89.4

81.3

83.1

2.4

1.1

7.0

3.8

0.8

4.1

1.4

2.3

School House Rock3. . . 755-8 12.7 11.1 85.5 82.2 1.9 6.8 4.7 2.4
Jabberjaw 8-825' 4.0 12.5 93:6 82.9 2.4 4.6 1.0 2.2

Scooby DOo /Dynomutt . . 830-925 5.8 14.6 91.7, 82.3 2.5 3.1 1.9 2.6

,Tarzan, Lord of Jungle.,. 830-855 4.4 11.7 92.8 82.6 2.7 5.7 1.1 2.1

McDuff, the Talking Dog . 9-930 4.1 11.6 93.5 82.3 2.4 6.1 1.1 1.9

,Shazam/Isis Hour. . 9-955 7.3 '10.9 87.7 82.8 5.0 6.3 1.9 1.8

The Kroffts Super Show . 930-1055 3.9 13.9 92.3 81.1 3.8 5.0 1.1 2.5
The Monster Squad . . . . 930-10 2.9 11.4 91.3 81.9 5.9 6.7 1.0 1.8

Ark II 10-1025 2.8 9.4 94.4 81.4 2.7 9.2 0.8 A 1.8

Land of the Lost 10-1030 5.2 11.4 90.4 83.6 4.4 5.0 1.6 2.1,

Big,John, Little John . . 1030-11 4.0 11.0 93.4 82.2 2.6 6.9 1.0 1.5'

Clue Club' 1030-1055 2.7 10.8 94.8 82.5 2.5 6.7 0.8 1.6

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids . 11-1125 12.5 12.8 85.7 82.9 1.9 4.4 4.5 2.3

Jr. Almost Anything Goes. 11-1125 , 10.2 13.6 87.9 82.3 1.9 4.1 3.9 2.6

Kids from C.A.P.E.R.. . . 11-1130 2.9 9.9 94.3 81.8 2.8 8.3 0.9 1.7

Muggsy 1130-12 3.6 9.6 94.0 82.3 2.4' 8.0 0.8 1.8

Way Out Games 1130-1155 5.3 11.6 92.4 81.7 2.3 6.7 1.5 1.8

No Advice

Shouldn't'

Mustn't

Par-

ents

Chil-

dren

Par-

ents

Chil-

dren

93.1% 94.8% 2.6% .3.0%

93.9 95.0 2.9 2.8

93.4 94.9 2.5 3.1

83.3 90.8 2.3 3.5

92.2 94.5 2.5 2.9

95.3 94.5 3.9 4.0

93.0 94.9 2.9 2.8

92.0 94.1 3.3 3.5

95.0 94.6 4.0 3.2

94.2 94.7 . 3.9 2.7

95.0 9443 3.9 3.6

94.9 94.8 4.0 3.4

93.2 95.0 4.9 3.1

94.4 94.1 4.4 3.4

93.8 94.4 5.3 3.8

97.1 94.7 4.1 3.6

93.9 94.6 4.5 3.3

95.0 94.8 3.9 3.6

95.6 94.5 3.5 3.9

92.3 94.9 3.2 2.8

92.8 84.6 3.4 2.7

95.5 _94.7 3.6 3.6

95.5 94.5 3.7 3.7

95.2 94.5 3.4 3.8

1 Programs are those scheduled for broadcast on Nov. 13. For each program, the number of respondents varied slightly.

See App9ndix B for sample sizes.

2 Five-mihute program broadcast also at 7:55, 8:25, 8:55, 9:55,10:25, 10:55, 11:25, and 11:55.

3 Five-minute program broadcast also at 8:25, 9:25,'10:55, and 11:25..
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Table 84

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS OF PAROTAL..

GUIDANCE. ON SATURDAY MORNING .TELEVISION PROGRAMS'.

t

Time

Progralis: B'cast

Sylvester & Tweety. ,/. . 7-725

To & JirO/Grape Ape . . 7-755

Woody Woodp cker Show . . 7-730

In the News 725-730

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner: , 730-825

Mumbly.Show,. 1 730-755

,./The'Pink Panther 730-9

Rhool House Rock3.,, . 755-8

Jabberjaw 8-825

.Scooby Doo/Dynomutt 830-925

Tartan, Lord of.J4ngle.' . ,,830-855

McDuff, the Talking Dag.: 9-930

Shazam/Isis Hour 9-955

The, roffts Super Show. . 930-1055

The Monste0 Squad . . .

Ark II

Land of the Lost. ,

Big John, Little John ,

Clue Club

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids

Jr. Almost Anything Goes

Kids from C.A.P.E.R..

Muggsy

Way Out Galles . . .

- By Rid of Parents and Children -

Must/Should Watch It

White Blick

Par- Chil- Par- Chil-

ents dren ents .dren

6.3%

5.0

6.2

20.6

8.2

1.3

6,0

7.9

1.9

3.1

2.0

2,1

3.8

1:9

5.9%

6.4

5.3

7.4

6.6

5.5

6.3'

5.7

6.l

7.1

5.6

5.5

5.1

7.1

930-10 3i1 5.7

10-1825 1.3

10-1030 2.5

t4.4

5.2

1030-11 1.8 5.0

1030-1055' 1.1 \\5.2

11-1125 7.3 6.0

11-1125 6.0 6.9

11-1130 1.3 5.0

1130-12 1.5 4.7

1130-1156 2.8 5.6

15.2% 20.7%

12.6 46.9

14.4 '20.4

30.4 22.4

18.6 22,8

8.0 17.8

13.8 21.1

17.6 15.3

9.1 20,5

14.2 24.4

11.2 18.4

8.8 18.6

13.1 19.9

8.8 1:.4

.8.04 s.7

8.3 15.5

11.6 19.5

10.5 19.3

8.9 .15.3

23.0 23.5

19.8 19.3

10.3 12.6

9.5 13.5

12.0 15.3

`NO Advice

White Black

Par- Chil- Par- Chil

ofts dren, ents dren

91.9%

93.0

92.1

77.8

90.1

95.4°°.

91.9,

89.5

94.9'.

93.6

94.5 ,

94.8

90.9

94.0

92.8

95.2

92.7

94.9

95.8 c

90.2,,

,,W3

95.5,.

95.4

1 94.4

Shouldn't/Must Not Watch

White Black.

Par- Chil- Par- Chil-

ents Oren (- ents dren

90.6% 82.'5% 72.6% 1.8% 3.5% 2.2% 6.7%

90.6 85.9 69.5 2.0 3.0 1.5 3.6

90.8 8411 71.0 1,7, 3.8 1.1 8.6

86.8 67.7 62.4) 1.7 5.8 1.9 15.2

90.5 o,3 70.4 1.7 3.0 1.1 6.8

89.6 90.1 )59.9 3.3 4.9 1.9 12.3

)0,6 85.1 71.4 2.0 .3.1 1.1 7.5

'89.8 80,9 70.6 2.7'. 4.5 1.5 14.1

90.2 88.6 72.3 3.2 3.7 2.3 7.2

90.0 83.9 72.0 .3.3 2.9 1.9' 3.7

89.8 87.3 72.4 3.5 4.5 , 1.5 9.2

90.2 89.7 70.8 3.2 4.3 3.5 10.6

90.5 83.6 70.5, 5.2 4.4 3.4 9.6

89.0 87.0 72.4 4.2 4.0 .4.2 9.2

,89.5 89,0 69.8 5.8 4.8 3.0 13.6

89.7 88.6 '71.4 3,5 5.9
1

3.0 13,0
'

90.7 '86.1 1 73.2 4.8 4.1 2.2 7:3

89.9 86.1, 72.7 3.3 5.1 3.4 8.1

90.0 87.5 71.8 ' 3.1 4.7 2.6 12.9

90.5 75.2 170.5 2.5. 1.5 1.9 6.0

90.0 78.0 '72.3 2.7 3.1 2.2 8.i

89.6 97.8 73,6 3.3 5.4, 1.9, 13.8

90.0 88.3 74.2 3.1 5.3 2.3 12.3

89.8 85.3 70.6 .2.8 4.6 2.6, 14.1

/1

1 Programs are those scheduled for broadcast on Nov. 13. For each program, the number,of responents varied slightly.

See Appendix B for sample sizes.

2 Five-miAute program broadcast alsoat 7:55, 8:25, 8:55, 9:55, 10:25, 10:55:11:25, and 11:55.

34vvenute program broadcas6lso at 8:25, '9:25, 10:55, and 11:25,



Table 85

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS OF 'PARENTAL

GUIDANCE ON SATURDAY MORNING TELEVISION PROGRAMS'

By Place of Residence -

Programs:

Sylvester,, Tweety. .

To & Jerry/Grape Ape . .

Woody WoodKcker how .

In the Newsc

Bugs Bunny/Road R

Muibly Show .

The PinkPanthe

School House Roc

Jabberjaw

Time

B'cast

7-725 r
7-755

7-730

725-730

nner. 730-825

730-755

730-9

; 755-8 ',

8-825

830 -925Scooby Doo/Dynomut

Tarzan, Lord of'Jungle. . 830-855

McDuff, the Talking Dog 9-930' ,

Shazam/Isis.Hour 9-955

The Kroffts Super Show. 930-1055

The Monster Squad . . 930-10

Ark II 10-1025

Land of the Lost 10-1030 ,1

oBig John, Little 'John . (103 -11

Clue Club ' 10 -1055

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids 11-1125

Jr. Almost Anything,Goes 11-1125

Kids from C.A.P.E.R.. . 11-1130

Muggsy.). . . .. ... 1130-12

Way Out Games 1130-11t5

Most/Should Watch It No Advice Shouldn't/Must Not Watch

Wichita .Non-Wichita. Wichita Non-Wichita Wichita Non-Wichita.

Par-

ents

thil-

dren ents dren

Par-

ents

Chil- Par-

dren ents

Chil-

dren'

Par-

ents

Chil- Par-

dren ents

Chil-

dren

7.8% 8.5% 6.1% 4,8% 90.7% 88.1% 91.5% 91.2%' 1.5%' 3.4% '2.4% 4.0%

6.3 5.0 5.5 92.3 87.9. . 91.0 1.5 2.6 2.7 3.5.

7.3

;9.5

8.3 6.5 4.1 91.4 87.9, 91.3 91.4 1.3 3.8 2.2 4:5
22.6 9.4 19.5 7.4 76.2 83.7 78.1 86.7 1.2 6.9 2.3 5.9
9.7 9.3 8.5 6.0 89.1 87.8 89.1 .90.7 1.2 , 2.9' 2.4 3.2

3.2 8.4 1.4 3.4 95.1 86.1 94.5 91.0 2.5 5.4 4.1 5.6

7.4 9.1 6.0, 5.5 91.0 8/.8 91.4 81.0 1.6 3.0, 2.6. 3.6

9.6 8.0 7,1 4.5 88.4 86.9 89.4 90.2, 2.0 5.0 3.5 5.3

3:0' 8.8 1.7 4.7 94.3 87.6 94.3 90.9. m 2.8 3.6 4.0 4.4

4.3 10.1 3.3 6.0 92.7 87.3 93.1 90.'' 3.0 2.7 ' 3.6 3.2

3.4 7.9 1.7 5.1' 93.7' 87.7 94.1 89.8 2.8 '4,4 4.1 5.2

3.1 8.5 2.0 3.8 94.1 87.0 94.2 90.9 2,9 4.5 3.8 5.3
5.2 7..& 3.7 4.3 90.2 88.0 90.8 *90.4 4.3 4.4 5.5 ,5.4

2.9 9.4 2.0 6.4 7J.L VV.J 3.9 4.3 4.4 3.8,

2.2 ) 7.9 1.4 4.4 92.4 87.0 92.7 90.2 5.1 5.1 5.3 '5.5

2.3 6.8 1.1 3.4 94.9 87.2. 94.5 89.3 2.9 5.9 4,3 7.3

3.7 8.2 2.9 '4.2 92.2 87.9 91;9 91.1 4.1 3.9 5.2 4,7

2.9 7.'5 2.1 4.3 94.3 '87:4 94.1 90.2 2.9 5.1 3.8 5.5

2.2 7.3 1.1 4.2 95.3, 87.5 95.1 90.3 2.5 5.1 3.7 5.5

9.2 9.2 7.5 4.8 88.6 87.6 89.2 91.0 2.2 3.2 3.2 4.2

7.9 9.3 5.7 6.0 89.8 87.5 91.1 90.2 2.3 3.1 3.2 3.8

2.2 7.1 1.4 3.5 95.0 86.9 94.7 90,4. 2.8 6.0 3.8 6.1

2.6 6.6 1.3 4.2 94.9 87.4 94.5 .90.1 2.,6 6:0 4.0 5.7

2.6 6.6 1.3 4,2 94.9 87.4 94.5 90.1 2.6 6.0' 4..0 5.7

1 Programs are those scheduled for broadcast on Nov. 13. For each program, the number of respondents varied slightly.

See Appendix for sample sizes.

421 Five-minute program broadcast also at 7:55, 8;25, 8:55, 9:551'10:25, 10:55, 11,:25, and 11:55.

-3 Five-minUte ogram broadcast also at 8:25, 9:25, 10:55, and 11:25. 1



observed--the younger the/ father, the greater were the percentages reporting
positive guidance on "In'the News" and "School House Rock,"

Exceptions to the "pattern" were noted in the cases of "Big Uohn,1Little
John," "Clue Club," and "Kids from C.A.P.E.R.," on which the older fathers
(those over fifty) reported more positive guidance.

41.

;,
With respect to negative guidance, it is interestingto note that the

middle-aged fathers (thirty-five to forty-nine years of age) generally
reported more negative guidance than either their younger or older counterparts.

4 ro

The children of the younger fathers reported more positive, guidance on
all programs except "In the News." -They also generally reported more negative
guidance on the listed programs.

283

Effects of the age of the mothers. In Table 87; the *ttern of the
effects of the age of mothers was similar to that observed fordWathers. In
every case, the younger mothers (under thirty-five) reported more positive
guidance thanthe older mot friers. The middlie-age mothers (thirty-five to
forty-nineYreported the least positive.gufdance on all programs except "Tom '

& Jerry/Grape Ape," "School House ck," and "Jr. Almost Anything Goes." In
these two instances, the middle-agemothers reported more positive guidance
than the older mothers.

With respect,to negative guidance, the pattern was much less consistent,
the effects of the mothers' age varying from program to program. Again, when
clearing with such small percentages, statistically significant differences
often were not apparent.

With two-exceptions, the children ;of the youngest mothers reported more
positive guidance on aTl programs. The exceptions were "In the News" and "A4

( II" on which children of the older mothers (fifty or more years of age) reported
00. more positive guidance.

Effects pf the fathers' level of formal schooling. Table' 88 and 89 were
constructed to analyze the effects upon guidance of'the level of formal schooling
of fathers apd mothers, respectively. Again, the percentages reporting "no
advice" are omitted.

.
In Table 88, it will be seen that the less educated fatherS.--those whO had

not completed high school--reported greater positive guidance o .allfp'rograth
except "In the News" and "Fat Albert 8r the Cosby Kids." More p sitive
guidance on "In the News" was reported by college educated fath'rs1 "Fat
Albert'& the Cosby Kids" reflected greater positi e guidance by th6 mitlqle
educational group--those who had graduated from high school. '

In every case, the most negative guidance was r d byithe college-
edpcated fathers. .(,4, ,

!
' . 4' i :

,
The reports 'of the children.generally paralleled'those of their fathers.

,11



Table 86'

dMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND, CHILDREN'S REPORTS or PAR NTAL

GUIDANCE ON SATURDAY MORNING TELEVISION PROGRAMS

-,By Age of the Fathers

Programs

Time

B'cast

Sylvester & Tweety, '777?5

Tom &°Jerry/Grape Ape . 7-755

;Woody Woodpecker Show . 7-730

In the News2 725-730

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner.

Mumbly Show

'The Pink Panther

School House Rock 2. .

.Jabberjaw

Scooby Dob/Dynomutt. .

,larzah, Lord of Jungle.

McDuff, the Talking Dog

Shazam/Isis Hour

-The Kroffts Super Show, .

Thelohster Squad . .

Ark ,

Land of the

Big John, Little John .

Clue Club ,

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids .

Jr. Almost Anything ,Goes.

Kids from C.A.P:EL ,
;Ouggsy

lair Out Games

Must/Should Watch It' ' -

Under 35 35-49 50 or more

Fath- Chg.- Fath- Chil- Fath-

ers drelh' ers , dren ers dreR

7.8% 10.0% 4.9%

6.3' 1,0 .4.6

8.2 8.5

25.1 8.2

5.0

14.2

7.0

1.2

4.2

1.6

4.8% 5.9%

'5,7 , 4.5

4.6 6.9

7.2 10.9

730-825 11.7 11.2 5.4 6.4

730455 1.8 8.4 3.8 2 0

730-9 7.2 9.9 4.4

755-8 8.0 '7.6 5.61 3.0

8-825 P.0 5.1, '2.0

830-925 3.9 1 2.3 6.1 3.0

830-855 2.5 7 1.6 5.4 1.5

9-930 ,2.4 8.1 1.4 ,.4.8 1.0

9-955 , .6 8.1 2.4 . 4.8 '1 2.5

930-1055 2,2 9.8. 1.1 6:4f, 1.5

930-10 2zt 2' 1.7 4:9 1.01

10,1025 1.0 0.7 4.0 0.5

10-1030 ' 2 4 8. 2.0 4.5 2.65 .

1030 -11 1.8 8.2 1.0, 4.5 3.5

1030.1055 ,1,2 8.1 6 4.6 2,0

11:-1125 9 5.h 3.5

11-1125 7.4 1 3.7 O. 3.0

11L1130 0.8 1.1 4 1.5

1130-12 . 1 2 1.1 ;4.4 1.0

1130-1155 8,9 2.0 5.1 2.0

3.9%

4,4

'3.4

8.4

5.4

4.4

2.5'

4.0

4,9.

3.5

3.9

4.4

3.9

4.0

4.0

2.5

3.0

4i0

4.9

3,5

3.0

Shouldn't/Must Not Watch It

Under 35 35-49 or more

Fath- Chil-

ers dren

Fath- Chil-

ers dren

Nth- Chil-.

ers dren

066% 3.1% 2.4% 3.7% 2.0% 1.5%

0.6 3.1 2.5 3.f 2.5 1.0

0:6 4:5 , 2.2 3.8 1.5 2.0,

8.2 2.4 5.5 2.5 3.4

0.6 2.9 2.2 3.0 1.5 2.0

1.8 6.2 4.1 5.2 3.0 3.4

0.8 3.0 2.6 3.4 1.5 1.0

0.8 6.4 S.5 4.5 3.5 3.0

2.2 3:3 3,8 4.1 3.5 1.5

3.1 3.1 3.8 2.6 2.5 1.0

2.0 5.0 3.9 4.3 3.0 2.5

2.2. 4.7 3.8 4.3' 3.0 3.0

4.1 5,5 5.1 4.2 2.5 2.0

3.7 5.1 4.5 3.5 3.0 1.5

5.4 5.5 5.0 1.5

1.6 67.4 4.3 5.8 2.5 2.5

4.4' 4.8 3.7 3.0 3.4

2,0 6,2 4.1 4.9 3.0

1.8 5.4, 17 4.4 2.0 3.0

1.2 3.4 3.7 3.3 1.5 2.5

1.4 3.3 3.5 2.5 1.5

2.4 t83 4.0 5.1 2.5 3.0

1.6 6.6 3.8' 5.2 3.0 3.5.

1.6 6.5 3.7 4.1 3.0 3.0

.

1 Programs are those scheduled flor br adcast on Nov,, 13: For each program,:ilenumber of respon'den s varied.slightly.

See AppendiX Ofor sample' sizes. e0ifference.between 100% and the. sum 0 the two percentages for "must/Should" and

"shouldn.'t/must not "A is the percentage whichcreported "Ao'guidance."

'2 Five-Minute prOgraM broeast:also at 7:55; 8:25,8:55, 9:55;10:25, 10 :55, 11:25, and 11:55,

3
Five- minute program broadcast also at 8...25, 9:25, 10.)5, and,11:25.



Table `87

COMPARISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS OF PARENTAL

GUIDANCE ON SATURDAY MORNING TELEVISION PROGRAMS1

- By Age of the Mothers -

Pro rams :

Time

B' castes

Must/Should Watch It
Shouldn't /Must Not 'Watch It

Under 35 35-49 , 50 or more Under 35 35-49 50 or more
Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

ers; dren ers dren ers dren ers dren ers dren ers dren

Sylvester,& Tweety. , 7-725 10.1%

Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape . 7-755 /.9

WoodY, Woodpecker Show . . 7-730 9.9

In the News 2 725-730 33.4

Bugs Bunny/Road Runner 730.825 12.0

Mumbly Show 7307755 '2.6

The Pink Panther ' 730.\9 9.7

School House Rock4. . . 755-8 16.3

Jabberjaw .... , . 8-825, 3.8

Scooby Doo/Dinomutt . 830-925 5.9

Tartan, Lord of Jungle 830-855 4.2

McDuff, the Talking Dog . 9.930 4.0

Shazam/Isis Hour. . . .

The: Kroffts Super

Hour 9-955

930-1055

8.1

3.6

The Monster Squad . . . 930.10 3.2

Ark II 10-1025 2.6

Land of the Lost 10-1034 5.2

Big John, Little John . . 1030-11 3.9

Clue Club . , 1030-1055 2.5

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids . 11-1125 15.3

Jr. Almost Anything Goes. 11-1125 11.4

Kickfrom C.A.P.E.R.. 11-1130 3.2

Muggsy 1130-12 4.0

Way Out Games 1130-1155' 4.5

7.9%

11.2

9.7

10.1

10.3.

9.5

10.5

9.1

10.4

11.9

9.0

8.9

8.3

11.7

8.4

6.8

9.2

,8.7

7.9

9,7

11.2

8.0

7.3

8.9

5.7% '4.8% 9.0% 5.9% 1.0% 3.3% 2.0% 3.3% 2.5% 4.2%
4.2 5.3 3.3 5.0 1.3 2.7 2.4 2.5 .2.5 2.5

4.6 4.2 7.4 5.8 1,0 4.0 1.9 3.3 2.5 5.0

18.5 6.7 22.5 13.4 0.8. 7.7 '1.8 5.3 1.7 "4.2

7.0 5.6 9.8 8,3 1 0( 3.1 2.0 2.7 2.4 2.5

1.4 4.3 2.5 3.4 2 5.9 3.2 4.6 3.4 5.1

5.8 5.2 7.4 6.7 3.3 2.2 3.0 3.3 5.2

7.0 4.5 5.8 5.9 5 5.6 2.8 4.6 ,2.5 5.1

1.7 4.6 3.3 5.9 /2.5 3.7 3.4 3.5 4.5 4,2

2,7 5.5 4.1 5.8, 2.7 32 3.2 2.5. 2.5 2.5

2.1 4.8 3.3 4.3 2.7 3,7 3.7 2.5 6.0

1.9 4.7 3.3 4.2 2.8 3.1 3.8 3.3 5,1

2,8 4.2 3.3 7.5 5.3 5.4 5.2 3.7, 4.1 3.3

2.3 5.2 2.5 0.4 4.1 4,6 4.2 3.4 2.5 2.5

1.0 5.0 3.3' 5.9 5.8 6.1 5.9 4.1 5.0 14.2

1.7 4.0 2.5 7.5 2.5 7.6. 3.5 5.1 3.4 4.2

2.6 4.1 3.4 1,07.5 5.0 4.3 4.5 3.5 4.2 5.8

2.1 3,7 2.5 6.9 2.7 5.9 1.3 4.4 2.5 5,9

1.5 4.6 1.7 5,0 2.3 5.9 3.1 4.1 3.3 5.0

6.6 5.3 8.3 6.8 / 1.7 3.6 2.7 3.1 1.7 3.4

6.5 5,2 4.1 7.6 1.4 3.0 3.2 3.2 3.3 2.5

1.5 3.7 2.6 3.4 2.6 7.2 3.0 4,4 1.7 6.8

1.2 4.0 3.4 6.7 2.2 6.9 3.2. 4.6 3.4 5.0

3.3 4.7 4.2 3.4 2.1 6.1. 2.8 4.0 1.7 6.9

1

Programs are, those scheduled for bradcast on'Nov. 13. For each:program t number of respondents varied slightly. See

Appendix B for sample sizes. The ifference between 100% and the sum of two percentages for "must/should" and

"shouldn't/must ndt" is the percentage which reported "no guidance."

2 Five-minute program biibadcast also a1 7:55, 8:25, 8:55, 9:55, 10:25, 10:55, 11:25, and 11:55.

3 Five-minute program broadcast al,jo at 8:25, 9:25, 10:55, and 11:25.
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Table '88

COMPARISON 'OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS OF PARENTAL

GUIDANCE ON SATURDAY MORNING TELEVISION PROGRAMS'

- By Fathers' Highest Level of Formal Schooling -'

...1

Programs:

Time

B'cast

Must/Should Watch It Shouldn't/Must Not. Watch It

Not Hi Grad. High Grad, 1+ Yrs Coll. Not Hi Grad, High Grad. 1+ YrS Coll.

Fath- Chil- Fath- Chil-

ers dren ers dren

Fath. Chil-

ers dren

Fath= Chil-

ers dren'

Fath- Chil-

ers dren

Fath- Chil-

ers dren' t

Sylvester Oweety. . . 7-725 8.1% 10.7% 7.0% 6.2% ' 4.4% 5.0% 1.4% 3.6% 0.6% 2.8% 2.6% 31.3%

To & Jerry/Grape Ape . 7-755 7.4 12,1 - '6.2 8,1 3.7 5.1 1.4 2.5 0.6 2.1 2.9 3.2

Woody Woodpecker Shaw .

7

-730 8.5 9.0 7.8 6.'2 4.4 4.2 // 1.4 5,4 0.5 3.3 2.4 3.6,

In the News2 25-730 16.2 10,4 '16.0 8.3 .17.5 6.3 / 2.2 10.01 1.0 5.9 2,4 5.0

Bugs Bunhy/Road Runner. . 730-825 .1.0.3 13.5 7.8 6.4, 7.9 5.5 1.4 1.8 1.5 2.8 2.4 3.1

Mumbly Show 730-755 3.2 8.6 ( 1.0 6.0 1.1' 3.4 3.2 ,7.2 2.0 4.1 4.0 .5

ThelPink Panther.. . 730 -p , 5.7 12.1 6.0 7.0, 4.1 5.0 2.5 1.0 2.3 2.7 3,6

School House Rbck3. . . . 755-8 7.5 9.7 5.6 5.9 4.7 4.7 2.5 1.8 - 4.3 3.9 4.8

Jabberjaw 8-825 3.2 9.6 1.6. 6.8 1.3, 5.1 2.5 3.6 1.8 3.3 4.4, 3.6

Scooby Doo/Dynomutt . . . 830 -925 i 4.3 11.7 3.1 7.6 2.2 6.2 1.8 1.1 2.0 2.3 4.8 3.1

Tarzan, Lord of, Jungle. . 830-855 4.6 8.6 1.8 3,4 1.1 4.6 2.8 5.7 1.5 3.6 4.4

McDuff, the Talking Dog . 9-930 3.9 8.9 1.3 6.1 1.0 4.2 2.9 4.6 1.6 3.8 4.3 .4-.4

,ShazaM/Isislour 9 -955. 1 7.5 11.3 2.9 6.4 2.5 4.0 3.9 4.6 2.6 3.9 5.8 4.2

The Kroffts SOper Show. . 930-1055 ,2.5 10.4 1.1 8.9 1.1 5.3 4.3 2.9 2.9 2.9 4.8 4.1

The Monster Squad . . 930-10 2.1 9.9 1.0 5.6 0.8 4,5 3,6 5.0 3.8 4.6 6.3 4.3

Ark II 10-1025 2.5 8.3 0.3 4.4 0.8 4.1 2.9 5.8 2:0 6.6 4.2 5.1

Land of the,Lost 10-1030 5.4 11.1 1.8 6,3 1,5, 3.6 2.1 3.6 3.3 3.1 5.4 4.3,

Big John, Little John . . 1030-11 '3;6 9.0 1.5. 6.2 0.8 3.8, 2.5 , 6.8 2,1 4.4 4.4 4.9

Clue Club . . . . . 1030-1055 3:2 9.1 ,0.5 5.7 0.5 4.2 2.5 4.7 1.3 4.6 4.0 4.1

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids 11-1125 5.3 1211 6.5 6.7 4.5 4.7 2.5 2.5 1.8 3.1 3.4 3.3

Jr. Almost Anything Goes, 11-1125, 8.2 12;2 4.9 6.8 3.(5 5.9 1.8 2.9 1.3 2.6 1.8' 3.3

Kids from C.A.P.E,R.: . 11-1130 2.5 8.2 0.8 5.9 0:8 3.9 2.5 7.2 2.0 4.8 4.3 4.7

Muggsy 1130-12 3.6 9.3. 0.8 5.3 0.8 3.8 2.1, 5.7 2.1 5.8 4:0 4.9

Way Out Gamei 1130-1155 5.0 9.3 6.4 1.2 4.7 1.8 4.6 2.1 4.4 3.8 4.4

1 Programs are those scheduled for broadcast on Nov. 13. For each program, the number of respondents vaired slightly., See

Appendix 0 for sample sizes. The :difference between 100% and the sum bf the two percentages for "must/should" and "should,.

n't/must not" is the percentage which reported "no guidance."

2 Five-minute program broadcast also.at 7:55, 8:25; 8:55, 9:55, 10:25, 11:25, and 11:55.

3 Five-minute program broadcast also at 8:25, 9 :25, 10 .55, and 11:25.
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Effects of the mothers',1evel of formaldschooling. As Table 89 reveals,
the effects of the level of ibrmal4schooliqg on.,parental guidance was even
more evident iirthe mothers' reports. In all but one case, "In the News," the
higher the educational attainment of the mother, the less positive was the
Oidance on all programs.

In most cases consistent trends were observed:in the incidenje of
negative guidance. The higher the educational attainment of the mothers, the
, more negative was the guidance provided to their children. I

The reports of children paralleled those,of their mothers in every instance
with respect to positive guidance. However, with respect to negative guidance,
the parallel disappeared. In fact, in all but two instances, more negative
guidance was reported by children of mothers who had not graduated from high
school. Two exceptions were "Tom & Jerry/Grape Ape" and "The Pink Panther."

4



Table 89

COMP ISON OF PARENTS' AND CHILDREN'S REPORTS OF PARENTAL

LUDANCE ON SATURDAY,MORNING TELEVISION PROGRAMS],

o

- By Mothers' Highett Level of Formal Schooling -

Time

'.81cast

1

'Ovester & Tweety. , 7-725

4 ;
4Om & Jerry/Grape Ape . . 7-755.

,;Woody Woodpecker Show. 7-730

(the News2 325-730

Bu s Bunny/Road Runner. 730-825

bly Show -755

, ' he link Panther -9

hool House Rock3, 7 5-8

Aabberjaw 8'4825

Scooby Dod/Dynomutt . . '830-925

Tarzan, Lord of Jungle 830.855

McDuff,' the Talking Dog 9-930

Shazam/Isis Hour 9-955

. ) Must/Should Watch It 'Shouldn't /Must Not Watch It

Not Hi Grad. High Grad. 1+ Yrs. Coll. Not Hi Grad. Hi h Grad. 1+ Yrs Coll.

Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil- Moth- Chil- Chil- oth- Chil- Moth- Chil-

ers dren ers dren ers dren ers dren ers dren ers dren

A

11.1% 11.6f 8.7i 6.9% 4.9%

7.7 13.4 6.5° 8,2 3.6

10.2 12.3 7.7 6.5 4.6

23.9 -12.6 23.9 7.9 26.5

1 .2 13.5. 9.9 7.6 6.9

73 .6 9.8 2.1 7.2 0.5

7S .0 13.0 7.8 17.7 6.4

14.2 9.6 10.4 17.4 9.5

5,7 11.3 2.6 8.0 1.0

6.6 13.6 4.3 8.7 2.6

6.1 10.5 2.9 7.3 1.4

5.7 12.3 3.0 6.0 1.4

9,0) 11.0 4.9 6.4 3.3

The Kroffts Super Show. . 930-1055 5.0 12.6 4' , 2.6 8.8 1.9

The Monster Squad . . 930-10 4.3 11.4 2.1 6.2

Ark II' 10-1025 4.3 9.6 2.1 4.8 0.9

Land of the Ust. , . 10-1030 6.5 11.1 4.1 7.5 , 1.9

Big John, Little John . . 1030-11 5.2 10.7, 3.0 6.4 1.7

Clue Club k 1030-1055 4.6 8.5 1.6 6.6 0.8

Fat Albert & Cosby Kids 11-1125 '13.5 12.0. 10.3 7.4 8.8

Jr. Almost Anything Goes 11-1125 11.0' 12.3 8.8 8.5 6.4

Kids from C.A.P.E.R.. ; 11-1130 4.6 9,1 2,.2 5.5 1.1.

Muggsy 1130-12 5.9 9.6 2.3 5.7. 1.1

Way Out Games 1130-1155 6.3 ,9.8 3.9 7.3 2.4

;11T:ograms are those scheduled for broadcast on Nov. 13. For each program, the number of "respondents varied slightly. See

Appendix B for sample sizes. ,The difference .between 100% and the sum Of the two percentages for "must/should" and,

"Shouldn't/must not" iS the percentage which reported "no guidance.

:Five- minute program broadcast also at 7:55, 8:25, 8:55, 9:55, J0:25, 10.55 11:25, and 11:55.

Five-minute program broadcast also at 8:25, 9:25, 10:55 and 11:25.

4.5% 0.9% 4.9% 1.4% 2.5% 2.3% 3.5%

4.6 1.1 , 24 1.7 2.0 2.7 3.3

3.9 ; 0.9 zr.9 1.4 2.7 2.2 4.1

6.9 1.1 10.7 1.0 5.6 1.8 5.0

5.1 1.1 , 3.5 1.4 .2.3 2.2 3.2

3.9 2.3 7.2 2.6 4.3 3.6 5.1

4.7 1.6 3.2 1.6 2.6 2.6 3.5

3.9 2.1 7.7 1.8 4.1 2.8 4.84

4.3 2.0 4.2 2:6 '3.0 3.9 3.9

5.4 2.3 3.2 2.4 2.3 3.9 3.0

3.7' 2.5 6.1 2.8 3.2 4,1 5.0

4.2 1.8 6.3 2.7 4.1 3.8 4.1

3.4 2.0 4.8 5.2 4.4 6.9 4.2

5.3 2.5 4.4 3.7 3.4 4.9 4.1

4.1 3.9 6.3 5.1 4.7 7.4 4.4

4.4 2.3 8.4 2.5 5.9 4.2 5.2

3.1 3,4 4.6 4.4 3.2 5.7 4.4

3.2 1.6 7,5 2.8 4.4 3.9 4,8

4.1 1.8 9.0 2.4 3.8 3.7 4.3

4.7 2.0 4.2 1,9 2.9 2.8 3 4

5.2 1.4 3.9 2.3 2.6 3.0 3.2

3.9 1.4 9.1 2.8 5.3 3.4 4.7

3.4 2.3 7.9 2.4 5.5 3.4 4.6

3.8 1.4 8.4 2.2 4.1 3.0 4.6
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CHAPTER X

SUMMARY

Origin, Objectives, and Scope of the Study

Origin of the.study. This report is the end product of a proposal submit-
ted to the ,ABC Television Network on March 11, 1976. The proposal responded
t the networkls'solicitation of pilot research studies on "attitudes, emotions,
1 rning, behavior, and perception of the televisRpn viewer, especially with
regard to children." The so1icitation was addressed to over 500 universities
and colleges throughout the country.

On July 1, 1976, ABC-T -awarded --grant Of $20:000'for the conduct of
this study, along with sim la* grants to four other institutions of higher
learning: Harvard Univers ty;University of Pennsylvania, University of. North
Carolina, and the Universi y of Georgia. Wichita State University committed'
additional funds to supple ent the ABC-TV award. The five projects for which
awards were made are separate and independent investigations, and none of the
other four parallels this study.

o

In making the award, ABC-TV affirmed its intent to respect the academic
integrity and autonomy of,the.University and the individual investigator. The
study was conducted without odor or substantive restraints by the grantor
and without preconceptions of either party. In submitting the findings, neither
the University nor this writer poses as a defender, apologist, or critic of
the television industry in general, or ABC-TV in particular.

Objectives.of the study. The research questions which were submitted in
the proposal to. ABC -TV, And to which this study has been addressed, were:

1. What is the incidence and amount of children's viewing before,
during, and after the "family viewing period" (6:00 to 8:00 P.M.'CST)?

-\ 2, -What ar: the attitudes of children and their parents toward
specifid programs brow ast during and after the "family viewing period" on
each night of the week, day through Saturday, from 6:00 P.M. to 10:00 P.M.?

3. What, A. att tudes of children and their parents toward
specific programs broadcast on Saturday mornings?

4. To what extent do parehts require their children to step
viewing television at specified times in the evenings before school days and
before non-school days?

289.
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A

5. What parental guidance is provided to children on.the viewing of
specific programs broadcast in the evening and on Saturday mornings, and how do
children's and parents' perceptions of such guidance, obtained.idependently
of and separately from each other,. compare?

6. What are the effects of demographic variables.(age, -sex, education,
race, degree of urbanization, and parental relationship) and,multiple-set
availability upon viewing habits, program preferences, and parental guidanqe?

Scope of the study. The investigation was limited to the viewing habits,
program preferences, and parental guidance of school children in the fourth
through the ninth grades in the public schools of Sedgwick County, Kansas.
a'cluded were students enrolled, in parochial and private schools, and handi-
capped students in special education classes for whom participation in the
survey would have been difficult or inappropriate. As a result, the scope of
the study, was restricted to approximately eighty-five per cent of the students
enrolled in the six grades in Sedgwick County.
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Methodology
I

With the assistance of the superintendents 'of the ten unitied school
districts (USD) in Sedgwick County (see Figs. 2 and 3), a stratified random
sample was drawn. "Cluster,sampling" was employed to obtain proportional
representation of two major strata: the Wichita school district (USD 259),
which accounted for approximately seventy per cent of e total enrollment
of the six grades in Sedgwick County;. and the other n e school districts
which, combined, accounted for the remainder, and whi h included residents in
small towns,and rural areas outside Wichita.

Questionnaires were developed and pretested, the-final viel-sions of which
appear in Appendix C.

During the survey week of Noxember 15-19, 1976, children in 254 randomly
selected classes completed questi6nnaires at school. These were returned by
the instructors to the University directly di- through the school districts'
internal distribution systems.

Cl

At the end of the school day, following completion of the questionnaire,
each student took home two questionnaires for his parents or other responsible-
adults to complete. The parents! responses were returned through the postal
system' directly to the University in self-addressed; no-postage-required
envelopes.

Participation by both student and parent was voluntary, and, complete
anonymity'was provided for each. Comparison of the responses of child and
parent was possii4e-bpmatching the serial nugabers of their questionnaires
which were ide cal except for the initial,digit:'"1" identified the student;
"2," the parent )
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Net returns from the sOdents totalled 5,167, representing a response
rate of nearly ninety per cent-of the attempted completions. The parents
of slightly over one-half of the students (52.3%)-resOnded with one or both
of their questionnaires, for a net total of 4,882.

,An lyses of the student and parent returns revealed that the,in-house-,
u tab sa s compared quite fayorably with the known dimensiv of the target

population--grade levels within eath-stratum, and sex and racial distributions.
Analyses of the samples and.a zomplete description of the methodology employed
are provided in Chapter II.

MajoriFindinds

Reduction of the mass of data colletited in the survey to a few, simply
stated conclusions was an agonizing task. Findings that would be salient for
some readers might be relatively unimportant to others. Compounding the task
was the need to avoid oversimplification and, perhaps'even more importantly,
to guard against unwarranted coloring of the conclusions by the writers
perceptions and subliminal biases. Based on'a determined effort to avoid
value judgments, the following subsections summarize the major findings as
they relate directly to the six research questions posed above. These findings
will be annotated by citations of appropriate chapters and tables for those'
readers who wish to review them or to pursue them in greater detail. In the.

"style" of Jack Webb, here are the "facts."

Incidence and amount of children's viewing.

Owing4to the fact that the children completedeted their questionnaires in
the classroom and reported their viewing by half-hour periods "yesterday,"
the findings apply only_to viewing during the late afternoon's and in the evenings
before school days, Sunday through Thursday.

Reports of the children reveal that they devoted approximately three and
one-half hours daily to television in the afternoons and evenings before
school days. Of that average: one hour of viewing occured prior to the start
of the "family viewing period" (6:00 P.M. CST). (Table 7.)

,Many, children commenced viewing shortly after the end of school. Between
4:00 and 5:00 P.M., over one-half of the children reported viewing during
each half.Aour period. A valley in the viewing profile was noted from 5:00
to,6:00 P.M.,'a period during which network and local station newscasts were ,
prevalent. After 6:00 P.M., the incidence of viewing rose to a peak between ,

7:00 and 9:00 P.M., approximately 60% of the children viewing during each,half-
hour period. The incidence of viewing declined slightly during the next hour
and then plunged sharply at 10:00 P.M. Suffice it to say that between the end
of the "family viewing period "and 10:00 P.M., forty to sixty per cent of the%
children ktched television in thetvenings before school days.- (Table 7.)' Ar

IV
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Children in the elementary schools were heavier viewers\thahljunior high
school students from 4:30 to 6:00 P.M. -Betwden 6:00.and 9:00,-little difference
was observed in the viewing reported by children in all six grades. Thereafter,
the younger children, especially those in the fourth and fifth grades, devoted
less time to television (Table 8).. Other demographic analyses are provided in
Tables 9 through 12.

Parentailimitations on children's evening :viewing

1

,pespondents'were asked if there were specified times in the evening beyond
which Children were not permitted to view television. For ease and brevity
of expression, those times are labelled "cutoff times." Pekeptions of
parental restraints differed among parents and children, the latter generally
reporting less limitations and later "cutoff,tiaes."

tt,

Nights'before school days. Approximately 15% of the children and 8%, of
the parents reported no'limitations on viewing, i.e., the children were not
required to stop watching television at any specified time. (Table 42..)

.

,,Little limitation on viewing before 8:00 P.M. was observed in the reports
of either parents or their children. The most frequently reported,"cutoff
time" was 10:00 P.M., according to slightly more than one - third of both parents
and children. Between'the:.end of the family viewing period and 10:00 P.M.,
the cumulative percentages of parents and children reporting cutoff times
reached 56% and 41%, respectively.- Ten-percent of the children reported that
they were not required to stop viewing until 10:30 P.M. (Table 42.)
ND

Nights before non-school days. There was much less parental restkaini
on children's viewing on Friday and Saturday, nights. At 10:00 P.M., cumulative
percentages of parents and childten reporting "cutoff times" were 25% and 13%,
respectively \ Apprdximately 60% of the parents and 70% of the children reported
no limitations n viewing in the eveningt,Aefore non-school dayt. (Table'42 )

Effects of dem aphic variables. Both patehts and children in homes wit
multiple setsconsistently reported lesSJrestriction on viewing. (Tables.16,
46, and 47.)

V
Little effect of the educational attainments of parents was observed in

the restrictions placed ion childreWs viewing before 10:00 P.M. On nights
before non- school days, however, the higher the 'educational attainment of the
parents, the lower were the cumulative percentages of parentS reporting no
limitations on their childrenrs viewing. (Tables 48 and 49.)

o

Age of the parent was significant. The younger the parents, the higher
were the percentages of parents who reported restrictions on their children's
viewing. (Tables 50 and 51.)

440
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,Children's non-compliance with parental restrictions. By, comparing the
children's reports- of viewing "yesterday eveniiip" with parents' reports of
"cutoff times," it was possible to estimate fhe exent to which children
complied with those "cutoff times." On nights before school dayS, the percentages
of children who watched television beyond the "cutoff TO-tin of 9:00 P.M: and *--

10:00 P.M. (the two most frequently reported pAutoff times")were 40%, and,
20%, respectiVely. Non-compliance was''not substantially greater:in mult)ple-
sethomes at those times. (Table 53.)

$ . , /

AttiilmeS .Barents and children. toward evening programs

i.,....., ,

Attitudes of arents. Attitudes toward programs varied among both parents

I

- and children, and the effects of the sex of the viewervere 6ident'in the
' identification of "favorite' and "disliked", programs.

- .

Of the sixt -eight different specific programs listed on the questionnaire,
. the' "top twenty favorites" were determined for both'men and women, While they.

frequently differed in the intensity, of their preferences, men and women Shared
attitudes toward twelve of the "top,twenty." (Table 54.)

' I
For both men and women,.ten of the "top twenty" favorites were broadcast

during the family viewing period. Although fourteen "police-detective" dramas
,appeared in thelist of sixty-eight programs, only three appeared in the twenty
progr=ams mosit favored by.men and wompn--"Starsky & Hutch ,"I"Streets .of' San
Francisco" (lby both sexes),and "Kojak"--(by ,meh only). (Table 54.)

It appeared that some type of sex-identification operated in the adults'
program preferences. Eight of the "top'twenty" favorites reported by men only
featured male performers and actors: ,"Monday Night Football," "Hee Haw,"
"Rockford Files," "Sanford and Son," "Kojak,", "Barney Millet," "Six Million
DoIlar,Man," and "Baa Baa Black' Sheep." Seven of the eight reported by women
only featured eithep female stfrs or performerS,'or centered on ,"family
situations " "Donnie & Marie," "Carol Burnett Show, yLavprne & Shirley,"

.

"Family," "Captain and'Tennille," "Partridge Familyk" and the "Mary Tyler Moore
' Show." (Table 54.)

Similar lists were prepared of the programs most "disliked" by men,ancP
women. Thirteen and pen of the programs most disliked by ten and-women,
,respectively, were broadcast during the family viewing period (6:00-8:0,0 P.M.
UT): Collectively, four "police-detective" dramas appeared on the'adurW
list of most lAsliked programs. (Table 55.).

Theeffects of several demographic.variables:on adult attitudestoward
all sixty-eight pro rams analyzed in Tables

,i5k:through:

65.
..

.

Attitudes of children. Lists of the "top twenty" programs most favored
and mostdisliked by children were also'assembled. Among the twenty favorites,
eleven were situation comedies. Fourteen of the faVorites were broadcast during

.
.
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the family viewing period., Dnly'one-police-detectiVe drama was reported as a
"favorite" by 40%-or more,of the Children.- (Table -19.)

Among the twenty most disliked programs, six.were police-detective dramas,
all of which ere after the family viewing period.. Five situation
comedies were liked by 20% or more of the children. These appeared to be-
ones which, in "plot" and type of humor,, probably have greater appeal to
adults, and three of them were broadcast after the family viewing period.
(Table 19.)

rose- -

The effects of 'several demographic vari.;les.an childreh's attitude§
toward all sixty-eight programs were analyzed in TableS 20 through 24..

Attitudes shared by parents and Children. Recogniiing that adults and
children frequently do differ:An,theirpreferences, and mindful,of the broad-
casters' problems in scheduling programs to accOmmodate both at the same time,
a,special analysis was made to determine if'there.were evening programs toward
which parents and children s are attitudes..

Two indiCes re developed.= For all sixty-eight evening programs, an
average was taken f the percentages selecting them as favorites. Labelled

1 the "average favojite percentage," this index was computed separately for
fathers, mothdP-§1 boys; and girls. Similarly, an "average_ disliked percentage"
was computed.

Twelve prograMs exceeded the "average favorite percentage" computed for
all fathers, Mothers,.boys,,and girls. Seven of the twelve were broadcast
during theamily.viewing period in the survey week. Alphabetically, the
twelve were: "All in the Family," "Carol Burnett Show," "Donnie & Marie,"
"Emergency," "Happy Days,"'"MASH," "Rockford Files," "Sanford and Son,"
"Six Million Dollar Man,"'"Starsky & Hutch," "Welcome Back, Kotter," and "The
Wonderful World of Disney," The twelve programs represented a diversity of
types of programs. There were five situation comedies, two "action - adventure
dramas, two "musical /comedy variety" sHows, two "police-detedtive" dramas,
and one "science/fantasy adventure" drama. (Table.56.): The diversitzsuggests
the difficulty in identifying.ncommon denominator" programs for a "family
viewing period."

With respect to the "disliked" index, twelve ,Orograms exceeded the "average
disliked percentage" of fathers, mothersboys, and girls. 4,h alphabetl
order they were "Adam 12," "Bob Newhart Show;" "Hawaii Five-0," "Hee Haw,"
"Hollywood Squares," "Kojak,"."Lawrence "Maude;" "Phyllis," "Police
Woman," "Rich Man, Poor Man I.I,"rand "Sonny &-'.Cher." 'Again, by type,of program
there was a diversity, although there appeared to be greater correspkndence
in attitudes among parents and children than existed in7the list of 'above
average favorite" programs. Six of the twelvemere broadcast during the family
viewing period. By type of program, the twelvWconsisted of four police-
detective draMas, three "adult" situation comedies,' one "adult-drama," one
"adult familiar music shOw," one "quiz-games" shOw, one "musical/comedy variety"
program,-and one "country-weqiern music" show. (Table 57.)

4 .1
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Again, the diversity of types obscures the identification of "common'
denominatOr" programs which might be excluded from a family viewing period.

--ft might be noted that the three "inform -on and edutation" programs
listed on the questionnaire--"Local TV n ws," "60 Minutes," and 14ild
Kingdom"--were "above average favorites" o fathers and mothers. In contrast,
they exceeded the "average disliked percent e" of boys and girls. The
three programs were broadcast during the family viewing period.

Parental guidance on the viewing of specific programs.
,750
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,

Evening programs. Most parents reported little or no guidance foe their
children on theyiewiu of the sixty-eight programs isted on the questionnaires,
and reported,even less,guidance than was evident in t e children-rs responses.

)

FoAll!4?TxtyLeight*tfferent evening progran254'the aver' ge,,qf the percen-
ges of.respondents who reported no gujdance'wat'85.2% and 83.5% of the parents

a d children, respectively.

Ahealysis was made of the programs on Which at least 10% of the
respondents reported either "positive" or negative" guidance. "Positive"
guidance is.the term used to characterize reports that children were,advised
they "must" or "should" view a.given program. "Negative" guidance," on the
other hand, refers to situations in which children were advised that they "should
not" or "must not" view a given program-.--

Positive guidance and negative guidance were reported on sixteen and
twenty-seven programs, respedtively,by as many as'10% of the parents or their
children. (Table 76.)

Fourteen of the siAeen programs on which the most poSitive guidance was
reported were broadcast during the family viewing period. In contras.t,`only
six of the twenty-seyen programs on which the most negative guidance was
reported were broadcast during the same two-hour period. .(Table 76.)

.Three of the "top five" programs on which parents provided the most positive
guidance were information/education programs: "Wild Kingdom," "Local TyNews,"
and "60 Minutes." These three programs were "below average" favorites/of
their children, and, in fact, were disliked by higher percentages of/children
than any of the other programs,on which the most positive guidance was reported.
(Table 76.)

Four of the 'top five" prop ms on,which the parents reported the most
negative guidance were the only "adtlitydraMas" appearing in the listof programs
on the questionnaires. The fifth Was classified as an "adult situation comedy,"
(Table 76.) \

4I



296

Only one police-detectiye drama; "Starsky & Hutch," appeared in the list
of programs reflecting the most positive guidance. In contrast, eleven of the
fourteen police-detective dramas appearing on the questionnaires were reported
by 10% or more Of the parents as programs which children "shouldn't" or "must
not" watch. (Table 76.)

40 .

A special Analysis was madt of parental guidance on sixty programs,
classified by Ope: "adult situation comedy," "family situation comedy, ".
"police-detective drama," "musical/comedy variety" progrqms, 'adult drama,"
"action-adventure drama," "fantasy-adventure drama,","quiz-games". shows,
"country-western music," and ."news and information" programs. (Figure 5.)

Both parents and children reported the most positive guidance on "news
and information" programs, which., as noted earlier, did not enjoy high popularity
among children. 'Family situation comedy" was the next typd most frequently
reported by-all respondents as one enjoying positive guidance. (Table 80.)

"Police-detective drama," "adult'Sitaation comedy," and "adult drama"
wer e the types on which the least positive guidanct was reported. (Table 80.),

arespondents reported the most negative guidance on "adult drama,"
which was followed in Tan( order by "police-detective drama" and ."adult
situation comedy." (Table 80.)

SatOrday. Morning.programs. The laissez fatiT attitude reflected in parental
guidance on evening programs was even more pronounced"with respect to Saturday
morning programs.

Forthe twenty-four programs listed on the questionnaire, the average of
the percentages of parents report' g "no advice" was 91.9%4slillitly,higher than
the 88.2% Computed. from the child en's reports. What littlOpidancem positive
or'negative, that was reported is nalyzed by demographic yariableS in Tables
81 through 86.

; The disparity between parents' guidance and children's attitudes with
. .

respect tow-iews and information programs again was apparent in the base of the
sole'Aws program listed in, the Saturday morning Vile-up. Nearly 30% of th
pat.ents reported positive gui-d-h-Ce on "In the News." Table 83), a program
which! was reported as ."dislikel by 30% and 40% of the boys and girls,
respectively. (Table 68.),

A Summary of a Summary

The most significant findings. It is recognized that some readers
be loath to-,examine in depth the mOss Of data, reported in a descriptive
".statilal abstraat," a classification perhaps appropriate for this report.
For those Aesiring-"quick and easy" generalizations (and they are no 11 that
easy!),.the following are offered with some reluctance, a degree of temerity,
and at the risk of oversimplification. With respect to the research questions
posed at the outset:

44,1
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1. Children of the ages covered in this survey (nine to fifteen
years) devote considepffble tirog (31/2 hours) daily to television before, during,
and after the family iewAg priod on nights before school days.

2. At tudes of parents and children often differ markedly. There
are few"commo denominator" programs toward which attitudes are-%shared by
parents and t eir children, and which might serve as a basis of progi-amming
that would commodate both simultaneously.

3. In the evenings before schoql days some parental guidance is
provided to limit television viewing. H9wever, substantial proportions of
children apparently, do not comply with parental restrictions, based on the
children's reports of viewing. much less parental restraint is reflected in
.the viewing on nights before non-school days.

4. On balance, parental guidance is much, less evident with respect
to the viewing of specific programs broadcast in the evening and on Saturday-S-7
.morning; 80% to 90 of the parents reporting "no advice.," It would appear that
parents are more concerned about when the children view than about what they
view.

Caveats, The study was limited in scope, with respect to both geographic
location and the ages of the children surveyed. The applicability of the
,findings to other areas and to children of younger or older age groups must
be determined by the readers. To assist in making that determination, a
description of the survey locale is provided in Chapter I.

The study was descriptive in nature. It sought answers 0 questions
of "how," "when," and "what." It did not presume to determine why parents
and children respondedto th television stimulus in the manner described.
Such determinations are nigh4mpossible in an impersonal survey util4z4ng
self-administered questionnaires.

It must be rggembered tfiat the data on'attitudes and parental guidance
apply to the specific programs scheduled for broadcast in the middle of the.
fall season, 1976, and that tFe "family viewing period" commenced'and ended
one hour earlier in the central time zone than it did -on either the west or
east coast.

Although little direct parental guidance was, noted On specific programs,
that finding may not-reflect-fully or accurately less direct types of parental
guidance. The general rearing and training' of children, parental models; the ,
provision of advice and counel during the actof viewing, controls administered
through the manipulation' of the ,on-off.'switch or the channel selector, and
:parental preemption of sets -all. are also types of guidance, for better or
f worse.

In any case, this report is.offered to provide additional information for
the enlightenment of all who are-concerned about the roles and functions of
three dynamic and vital forces An todayl'S Society-- television, children, and 7
parents.

. 44



APPENDIX A

THE STUDENT' AND PARENT SUBSAMPLES
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Based on information obtained from the questionnaires completed by

5,167)students and 4,882'parents, and using the categories established for

tabulation and analysis, a complete enumeration of the subsamples is

presented in Table 90.. In addition, the number of respondents who failed

to provide information is shdwn for each category.

6

7
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TABLE 90

SIZE OF THE STUDENT AND PARENT SUBSAMPLES
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Student Subsamples

All Students- (5167) Student Subset 02697)*

c".--0 ,
..,

Grade Level:

No .

Grade Level:

. .

.

.

No.

838
807
884
858
876
904

487
444
478
434
448
406

4th Grade
5th Grade
6th Grade
7th Grade
8th Grade
9th Grade.

Sex'of Student:

4th Grade
5th Grade
6th Grade
7th Grade
,8th Grade
9th Grade

Sex of Student:

5167

2589
2550

28

. 2697

1299
1386

12

.... . .Boy . . .

Girl
- - .. . . .

Unidentified . . .

Place of Restidence: .

Boy
:1Girl
Unidentified .

. ,

Ptce of Residence:

5167

3576
800
536
184
71

2697
.

1746
486
331

102
32

Wichita
Town

t Rural/Non-farm .

Farm
Unidentified . . .

Race of Student:

Wichita
Town
Rural/Non-farm .

Farm
Unidentified . .

Race of Student:

5167

4150
59A
121

112
28

109
51

26;

2325
182

54

48
15

50
23

White
Black
American Indian. .

Spanish-Mexican. . .

Asian-American . .

Other
Unidentified . . .

,-TV Sets in Home:

White
Black
American Indian.
Spanish-Mexican.
Asian-American .

Other
Unidentified . .

TV Sets in Home:

5167

1659
2187
1244

36

41

2697

1 72
656
12

17

One set
Two sets
Three or more. .

None
Non-Re4onse . .

One set
Two sets
Three or more'.
None
Non-Response . .

5167 2697

4' 7

.
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TABLE 90 (cont'd)

Parent Subsimples (4882)

Grade Level of Children:

No.

Sex of Child:

No.

4th Grade 873 Boy.' . . : . ..... 2366
5th Grade 777 Girl 2494
6th Grade 851 - Unidentified ... .. ). . . 22
7th Grade 792 4882
8th Grade. . . . 832
9th Grade 757 Age of Parents years):

4882 .Uhder 35° 1729
35-49 . . . . .. . . 2763

Wationship to Child: 50 or more. . . . . 353
Mother g556 Unidentified 37
Father 2084 4882
Grandmother. . . . 24
Griandfather. 5, Regidence of Parents:
Other 148 In Wichita. . ..... . 3080
Non--Response , . 65 Outside Wichita 1802

( 4882 .4882

Race of Parents: ,Education of Parents:
White . . ... . 4259 Not beyond 8th gr0e. . 193
Black 288 Some high, dbt gra,p . 616
American Indian., 96 MO school grad / -110
Spani sh-Me an. 86 Some college, not grad. 1251
Other. . .

'-r
Unidentifie

111

42
College graduate
Post college graduate . .

.405

503
4882 Non-Response 104

Employed Outside the Home:** -"V .
.

Employed 13366 - Television Sets in Home':.
Not employed . . . .

Non-Response . . . .

'1477
39

One set,
Two sets. . , . . .

Three or more
2101

1529

12014882

None . I-

19
Employed: - Nori7ReSponse 32.

During the day . . 2845 .4882
At night 162
Day and night. . 359

3366

* Number of childreh whose parents completed questionnaires
** Not analyzed in the study

,



R1;

301

APPENDIX B

SIZE OF SAMPLESFOR SPECIFIED TABLES .

A
LL

Most of the tables in Chapters.V, VI, VIII, and IX do not provide

the size of the samples upon which, the,percentages were based._ Analyzed

in those tables are the attitudes /to ard and parental guidance on specific

/programs broadcast in the evenings and on Saturday morning. Each program

represented a separate "question" on the questionnaire, and the numl3gr of

respondents varied from,program_to OograM. For.eaCh of the tables in

the four Chapters, Table 91 proVides the rpge of the-number ofresi)ondents

in each category analyzed

44J
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RANGES OF SAMPLE SIZES FOR SPECIFIED TABLES

,(See 'explana;tion On the 'preceding page)
tir
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Sample Sample
Table 19 Size Table 27 Size

All 4989-5167 4th Grade 790- 807
5th Grade. . 774- 786. .

Table 20
) 6th. Grade 846- 856

All 4989-5167 7th Grade 830- 836
Boys r 2446-2535 8th Grade 850- 859
Girls 2478-2526 9th Grade 868-.881

Table 21 Table 28.
4th Grade. White

.,

.j 773- 821 4012-4044
5th Grade. `--770- 800 e5 Black 555- 569
.6th Grade. . . '851- 872 Span-Mex'n .. , 105- 109-
7th Grade ' 817- 848 Amer. Ind'n:. . 113- 116
8-t14 Grade. . 855-, 872;

9th Grade. 280- 896 Table 29

Table 22
White
Black,
Span-aex'n
Amer. Ind'n

. . .

Wichita 3426 -3464 --'''

To lt1 -. .... .., . . . 769= 780
4007-4109 'Ru'ral/Non-farm 520- 527

177- 179551- 571 Farm
105- 110

111- 119 Table 30 C.
"s 1 set ' 1591-1612

Table 23 .,. 1 2 sets- ?10972134
Wichitair 3424-3532 3+ sets .1192 -1205
Town 766- 793,
Rural/Non-farm 516- 532 Table 31 ,

Farm . . ,. 174- 182 Must/should .

, watch 7 4836-5019
Yable 24

1 set 1587-1639
should hot

wa ch . . ---;./.,.' ° 4836 -5019
2,sets 2103-2150 Favor to 4989-5167
3+ sets 1189-1220 Disliked 4989-5167

Table 25,
w Table 32 .

All, .. .;.7

.i

% . 4968-5016 ,,,,..- All '... -4836-5p19
s, Boys 2403-2560 '

Tabl 26 G4rls 2408-257
11: .,,r.. . . : ,. 4968=5016 , .

,
Boys .-_,_

,
,,,,' 2467-2487

Girls 2467-2507

4 5
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TABLE 91 (Con't1d)

Sample
.

Table 33 Size
4th Grade x'735- 797
5th Grade. . . 755- 790
6th Grade 815-,870/
7th Grade 796- 846
8th Grade .840- 863
9th Grade 878-894

Table 34. -

White. . .. 3903-407,7.

Black. . . . , 533- 563
Span-Mex'n . 100- 111

Town
' 766- 792

ral/Non-farm ... 514- 532
arm 174- 181

Amer. Ind'n. . . . 107 -.119

Table 35
Wichita- -3316-3415.
Town

' 766- 792
ral/Non-farm ... 514- 532

arm 174- 181

-Sample
Table 40 Size

Wichita 3336-3401
Town . . . . . . 760-
Rural /Non -farm . . 519-.
Farm 177- 180

Table 36
1 set
2 sets .

3+ sets

Table 37
All
Boys
Girls

-Sample
Table 40 Size

Wichita 3336-3401
Town . . . . . 760-
Rural /Non -farm . . 519-.
Farm 177- 180

Town
' 766- 792

ral/Non-farm ... 514- 532
arm 174- 181

.

Table 41
1 set ,155 .2s43

. , 2071
1166-1186

..

2031-2065
2541-2565
1240 127
1349-1376

.. 2011-2065
... 2541-2565

1240-1278
:1349-1376

2031-2065

2 sets .. % ..
3+ sets

:liable 56

. Fathers
Mothers
Boys
Girls.. : .

Table 57
Fathers. . .

Boys
Girls

---..---- '

1545-1613
2053-2130
1175-1220

, Table 58
- Men

.Women.
4866-4936 Boys . .

2403,2449 Girls
-241-2467 ,,,

.

Sample
.

Table 33 Size
4th Grade x'735- 797
5th Grade. . . . 755- 790
6th Grade 815-,870/
7th Grade 796- 846
8th Grade .840- 863
9th Grade 878-894

Table 34. -

White. . .. ... 3903-407,7.

Black. . . . . , 533- 563
Span-Mex'n . . 100- 111

.Women.
4866-4936 Boys . .

2403,2449 Girls
-241-2467 ,,,

.

45

. . '2541-256
. . 1240-127
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TABLE 91 (Cont'd) .

Sample
Table 61 Size

Wichita
Pa'rents . . . 3032-3072
Children 1684-1731 .

Town (

Parents . 883- 900
Children . ,A71- 484

Cbuntry/Farm - ,

Parents . . . . 797- 810
Children . 416- 433

Table 62
Under'35

Fathpx.., , . 5157'526'
ChiTeehM. 504- 525

35-49
fathers . . 1304 -1327
Children .1307 -1332

50 or mor9 .

FatherS'' . . 202- 209 1

Children-, .: . 199-210 ,
...

Table

Samp) e

Table 65 Size
Not High graduate c!..

Mothers 442- 455 --
Children : . . 433- 448Y-

High Graduate
Mothers 1087-1098
Children -1058-1090

Some College
MotKers 965- 980
,Chidren 953- 980

Table 66
Fathers 2016-2024
Mothers 2522-2534

Table 67
Boys 1240-1253
Girls . ..... 1350-1366

'Table ll

Men ,21.6-2024
W

68

omen . . . . , : 2-2534
----ra11; 63 Boys ' 12.40- 1253..

Unger 35 , _Girls : . . . 1350-1366
,

.' Mothers . . 1069-1080
Children . '1037-1076 Table 6.9,-

,

35-49 '' ,

Mothers . .- 1326 -1348
4th-6th

Parents ' 2418-28 4\--

Children. 1'314 -1346
i

Children ..., 1347-1362
50 or more

ri 7th-9th
, . Mothers . .. 124- 131 Parents 2313-2323.

.;. Chileqidr, 0. 120:-124, Children 256-1265
.

, 2
Table 64 1'

.,

Not High igrad uate White , g

Fathe'S . . 279- 289 Parents 4143-4155
Children. . 279- 291

, Children 2248-2267
-High Graduate Black ,

Fathers ., st- 632, t, ga,cents: .t 268- 273.,

Children. . 617- 636 Children 1.71- 176
Some College

./.,:: .

Fathers . . . , , 1085-1103
Children . . 1074-1100

41/
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TABLE 9t (Cont d

Table 71
Wichita. .

Parents

.Children
Town

Parents
Children

Country/Farm
Parents .

Children

Table 72
Under 35

Fathers .

Children
35-49

Fathers .

Children
50; or more

.

Father's .

Ch'ildren

T a bl e 7.30 O ,

',Under

Moth.ers w -
Children'

35-49
t Mothers . .

Children . .

` 50 o rrIno re

Mothers ,

Children° .

. .

Sample
Size

3013-3025
16791696

883-;'87
467- 476

789-792
420-427

. 513,- 517

. 509- 519

1290-1295
1292 -1.807

. 204:-, 206

203 -207..

Tabl e ,74

Not Hi gfi, .Grad6

Fathers . .

Children .

'High Graduate
Fathers . .

Children .

Some College
Fathers . .

Children

Table/75
Not High Graduate

Mothers. . . .. 441- 447
Children : ", . . 434- 441 . ,

High Graduate -,

Mothers. 1080-1089
Children 1056-1068 ,

Some. College

Mothers 960- 969
Chi 1 dren . .J96$

fable 76
Parents. 0

46f36-4 ll
. Children i 2498-2627

Boys 1240-1278
Girls 1349-1376

*Table 77
Virents . . --p-...

.
. 4686-4811

Chi ldren 2498-2627

Sample
Si ze

-10701078/
19.42.-1059-

1317-1326
1308-1320

. . 123-1'127
118- 122.

ate:

. .

`282- 286
278- 284

615- 620
618- 626'

1070-1074
1Q71-1g82

1:° M:n7' . . . 1999-2061
. Women 2490-2552
Boys. .. 1211-1269, .

Girls }313 -1359
40P .

Table 79
4th-6th

Pa rehfk: . 2376-2454
Children . . . 1297-1375

7th -9th

Parents 2304-2358
Children 1240 -1274

4

80
All Parents .. .. 4713-A811
All Children. . . 2537-2647
AT1 Fathers 1999-2059 (
All Mothers 2473-2552

7
Al 1 ,Boys 1211-1269'
All Girls 1313-1367.



TABLE 91

Sample
Table 80 (cont'd) Size

4th-6th \
Parents . 2376-2454
Children_

. .
1297-137,5

7th-9th. '

Paretts . . . 2304-2358
Children .

. 1240-1273

Cont d)

306'

Sample
Table 80 (conti4d) Size

Some College 1 '

Fathers . , . . 1064-1100
, Children. . . . 11045-1093

Mothers .

-Not High Grad ( a i
Mothers 429- 453 -'.-- :

White , 418-.441
HiParents . . . . 4102-4211
-Children. . .

High Graduate
Children

. . . 2197-2290 Mothers :---;-, 1066-1092
Black . Children.,. . 4'103971083

Parents- C-. 265-e281 Some College
Children . 157- 172 Mothers . . . 947- 975

Pare -Es -: .

e

.

.

.. 2980-3059
Chit 1632-1707

Non-Wichita
Parents . . 1661-1705
Children . . 883- 909

Fathers Under 35
Fathers. . . 514- 526
Children . . 485- 518

Fathers 35-49
Fathers . . . 1283-1321 n

'' , Children. . . . 524- 970

Table 81 ..-

-

.

.

. .

.

4669-477
2548-2586

. 1994-2014

. '2492-2522
1210-1233
1324-1346

Parents
Children.

Table 82 /
Men . t`4. .

Women

Boys .' .

Girls . .

Children . , . 1277' -1322
. iFathers 50+ Table 83

Fathers . . . . 199- 208 ' 4th-6th ,

Children . . 1987-207 Parents 2880-2414
Mothers Under 35 Children 1308-1338

-Mothers . . . . 1051-1076 7th-9th
, Children .- . 1009-1059 Parents. . .' 2289-231t'
Mothers 35-49 Children' 1237=1252

Mothers . ,. 1293-1342 . r

Children . . J287-1337 , :Table 84
Mothers.50+ . White
'. Mothers .. . . , 119= 130 Parentsc.

Childreri... : . 115= 122 Children
Fathers Black

Not- High Grad: , parent, .

. Fathers. . . 275- 287 Children
Children . . 276-, 288 . .

High Graduate
Fathers. . 617- 631
Children , p602- 629

s
t .

'4692-406
2212-22

260- 2,70

159- 167'
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Table 85"N
Wichita ,

Parents .

children.
Non-Wi chi ta

Parents .

Children.

Table 86
Under 35

Fathers .

Children
35-49

Fathers
Children .

50 or more,' .

Fathers . .

.Children .

Table 87
'Wider 35

Mothers . . . . 1057-1071
Children .1015-1040

35-49 ,

Mothers ... : 130 321

*"Children . ,12 5-1301

50 or more
Mothers . ' - 117- T23
Children .. ,116- 120

Sample
°Size

. 2962-73003'

. 1631-1660

. 888- 89

f -
,

Sampl e -

Table 89/- Size
4

. N o t High Graduate

Mothers. . ,. . . 437-' 446

. Children . 424- 435
High Graduate' .

"i

.; Mothers, . . . 1067 -1083

Ch/dren 1034-1053
r. Some`'CCol 1 ege-

,Mothers
, 945- 964

' Children . . 933- 953
509- 514
409- 512

. '1279-1290
1273-1292

198- 203 .

201- 204

Table 88 .

Not High Graduate

Fathers . . .

Ghildrem . . .

Nigh Graduate
Fathers.

Children .

Some Cdllege t.-

Fathers .

Children;

278 -' 284

276- 282

6110- 618-

'607-:6l

10601067
1053 -1069

-

1.

1/4 .!,:`
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APPENDIX C

THE QUESTIONNAIRES AND ASSOCIATED MATERIALS'

.

On successive page, copies of the questionnaires and associated

mdterials e-appended. Each -was explained in Chapter II, "Methodology. ".

In order of presUtation, th are:

1. The student questionnaire, photographically reduced for this
report.

The parents'-westionnair'6, photogrARhically reduced for
this report. .

3. Letter to the parents:
OA

14 Letter to the instructors.
- .

5. Administrative suggeStions to the
reduced.

6. ''Unit Of Instruction on public opinion polls,".photographicall
reduced,/

.4'

instructors, photograph cal.

)
7,' Ust.of programs broadcast during the 'survey week, for use by

the inst \uctors.

8'. Instructor's "Record of Completion.",

9. Note to the instructors on the.dispatch Of the "folloy-up
letter" to the parents, a copy of which is attached.

10. Sample 0 the letter from the Director of'Researcli,.planning.,
and Developmental Services (USD 259)to,the principals of the
Wichitaschools which par icipated'in the surv.ey.-

11 Letters o parents,in US 64, with accompanying."Consent*m.

#



A TELEVIS Y OF STUDENTS
ep N° 1401.''(Fourth h Grades)

.. .
,

IMPORTANT: There are question's on both.the front an sheet. Please read each question before giving your
answer. Where we ask You to "mark" some king, eplace an "X" in the box--lire this (Z). After each

.- pox, you'll notice a small number. Do pay an ntien to it. It is there only to help us put your
4 answers into a computer for counting. DO NOT WRY Y URANAME ON THIS qUESTIONNAIRE.

.7,./

SECTIQN ONE

Aar school is this? (Print, In the school's name)

. Pleve mark the grade in which you are en olled:-, 4th()1;' 5th()2; 6th( )3; 7th( )4; 8th( )5; 9th( )6.

2.-; Please' mark whether You are a boy or a girl --:ioy()1; Girl( T)

3. Ike do you live? In Wichita .. : ..
In a town other than ichita 2

In the country, but not on a farm ()3
On a farm ( )4

, 4r
4. What is your race? 'American Indiana Bla k

./
)1 ()3

Asian American ( )2 Spanish/Mexican. ( )4

White (---)5

Other (' )6-

, .

.

5. How many television sets in your home',are in working order ?, One(_L- )1; Two( )2; Three more( )- 3. None( )- 4
, _

, -'

'.
)...._

, ,

A
,

.

e On nights when there is no
%
chool the next day (for example on Friday and Saturday nights), are you usually

Q.required to stop watching television at any special ,mime?,._ at, . _ .

Yes( )1; 1;;::.Z( .T..)2. . (If: "no," go to Question 9.)
1

: /.. -, I

44' If you answered "ies," ;44E7Witime are You usually required to stop watching? Mark one box that is closest to
that time.

7.

,

6:00(' )1
6:10( )2

8. - 9:00(7)1 10:30()4
9:30( ),7 11:00( )5

10:00( )3 11:30( )6

Midnight or later( -- )7
Mj

9. On nights before school days, are you usually required to Stop watching television at any special time? (By
" nights before school days," we mean Sunday, Monday, TUesday, Wednesday,.and Thursday nights.)-

s. ,

Yes( .)1;

44 If you answered "yes," at w
that

it

t,

W.i.1;t
--'2-

10. 6:00( 7:30( )4, 11. 9:00( )i .10:30( .)4

6:30( )2 4:00(--)5 41 7 9:30(--)2 ':11:00(--)5
7:00(_)3 8:30(--)b JP'_ fb:00()3 i, 11:30(--)6o _

. 1. .Midnight pr'later( )7
, , ..

A ,

Nd( )2. . (If "no an to Question 12.)1
tlmare you usually regdted to stop watching? Mark one box that is closest to(

4 -

12. What day' of the -week was yesterday? Sunday(7)1; Monday()2; Tbesday()3; Wednesday()4;.Thursday()5

13-18.: YEStERDAY-afternoon, from 3:30, to 6:00 p.m., when di'd you watch television? Place an "X" in the boxfbr'each
half hour youwatcbed. If not at all,mark here(_A13 and go to. Question 19.

. .

.

Yesterday Afternoon

14:0 3:30-4:00()
.

,15. 4:00-4:30( )

16. 4:30,.5:00()

17:::5:00-5:30( )

18. 5:3P-6:410( )

. .

4

/ , ,I,* !
, .

19. How many half-hobr.periods did you mark with-an "X" in Questions 14-4187 Number
. A

!,Pleilse turn the page.45'



N? 24017
-2-

SECTION.TWO

On this and f Ilowing pages, we've listed television pi-ograms which are shown by the three Wichita commerical telellision
stations on eac day of the week from 6:00 to 10:00 p.m. Also, on the last page .we've listed the programs shown on
Saturday morning ',from 7:00 a,ln. to noon. Notice we are asking, for two answers to each program. In Part A, we'd like
to, know how you feelabout the program. In Part. B, we'd like to know if you encourage or discourage your child (the one

,'1411.o brought this home) to watch the program.

1

For each program mark only ONE box in Part A and ONE box in Part B.

PART A

Here's how I feel about the program:

Its one It's all I I have
of my right don't never

SUNDAY programs favorites ("so-so") like it seenit

1 World of Disney (---) 2 ( ) 3 ( )4

2 Six Million Dollar Man ( )1 ()2 ()3 ()4

3 60 Minutes. ()1 ()2 ( )3 ()4

4 Local TV news ( ) 2 () 3.

5 ?on'ny &. Cher Show ()1 (11)2 () 3 () 4

6 Bill Cosby Show ()1 ( )2 ()3 ()4

7 Sybil ()1 ()2 ()3 ( )4

8 Kojak ( )1 (17)3 ()4
e

9 Delvecchio 1 ( )3 (--)4

. ,

MONDAY programs

10 To T411 l'tlic Truth ( )1 ( )2 ( )3 ()4 i

11 Local TV news () i___ ()2 ()3 ()4____

12.Wild Kin4om ( )1 ()2 ( )3 ( )4__ __
.. ---

13 Adam 12 ( )1. J)2 ( )3* -) 4
.?1..._

14 BlIodp, () 1 (--)2 ... ,( )3 f )4

15 Partridge' Family (7)-1 () ,. ( )3 4

16 Phyllis. 4H1 l'* ( )2 ;. ()3: ( )4

1.7. Captain & Tennille ()1. ()2 (7)j ()4,

18 Little House on Prairie()1' ( )2 ()3 ()4

19 Maude , (7)1 ()2 ().3 ()4
..,,

20 MondaY.Nite Footbajf ()-1 .()2 VOr)3 (-- )4
.

21 All's Fair (

_L .,

)1 C. )2 ( )3 ()4'
, , k .

22 Exeeutive'§uite ( ( )3 ( )4-

PART B
4

41
At home, I advise 4 child that he/she:

Must Should I Give Shouldn't Must not
watch it watch it No Advice watch it watch it

23. ()1 ()2 () 3 ()4 ()5

24. ()1 ()2 . ( )3 ()4 ( )5

25. ()1 ()2 ()3 ()4 ()5 '

26. ( )l ()2 ()8 ()4 (---)%

27., ( )1 ()2 ()3 ()4 ()5

28. ,()1 ()2
( )3 ()4 (--)5

()2 ()3 (--)4 (_)5

30. ()1 )()2 ()3 (7 4 ()5

--)331. ( )1 ()2 )4 ( )5

32.- (T)1

3301.
( :)2.,

()2

) 3

()3

(7)4 ()5

( )5.

34. ()1 ()2 ()4 ()5'

35.- ( )1 ()2 ( )3 ()4 ()5`
Q

36. (--)1. ()2 ( )3
(

10V

-4
37 -. (7)1 '7()2 )3 ("7--)4 ( )5

38. ( )1 ()2 d--) 3 ( )j+ ()5

39. ( )1. ()2. ()3 ( --)4 --)5

40. ()1 ()2 ()4 r ( )5

41. ()1 ()2 ()3 )4

42. ()1 .()2.: ( 3)4 (---) 5

43. ()1. Ar)2 ( ) 3 ()4' (.

44. (Th () (--)4

, 7 .
. i.7

o
4 .

fFsDr each prograM aboye, be sure you've marked ONE box for. Pare A and "ONE box for Part B.)
..

. . a

4b,



i each 'program mark only ONE box in Patt A and ONE box in Part B.

PART A PART B

Here's how I feel about the ro ram: Abhome I advise my child that he/she:

It's one It's all I I have
of my right don't never

TUESDAY programs I favorites ("so-so") like it seen it

45 Local TV news ()l ()2 ()3 ()4
t

46 Adam, 12: _.__)l ()2 ( )3 ()4

A7 To Tell, the Truth ()l ()2 ()3 ()4

48 Baa Baa Black Sheep ()i ()2 (-1)3 ()4

49 partridgg Family ()1- ()2 ()3 .()4'

50 The Muppets (---)l ( )2 ()3 ()4

51 Happy Days, C"-';()1' ( --)2 (-)3 (-)4

52 MASH

. -
lb

i
()1. ()2 (__)3 ()4

53 Police Woman ()l ()2 ("-)3 ---)4

54 One Day at a Time ()1 ( ')2 ()3 (iiifi.

55 Police Story (---)l ()2 (__)3 '(__ )4

56 ShirleyLaverne'e& (_)1 ( )2 (---)3r (MA

57 Switch ()l )2 () 3 ()4

58 Rich Man, Poor Man II (---)l ( )2 ( l:)3 (---)A

59 Family ()1 .()2 (---3 ,()4,
t

WEDNESDAY programs

Must Should I Give ::_..Shouldnt Must not
watch it watch it No AdVice ".watch it watch it

72. ( ) l ()2

73.

(T)2

75.' ( )1 (5 )2

76. (7)1

77. (7)2

78. ()1 (_)2

79. C=1)2

80.

81: (___)1. ( )2

83. (---.-) 1 ()2 (_) 3

84. ()1 (---)2 ( 3

85. .(7)1 (_41)2 () 3

86. (-)1 ()2 (-77)'3

( )4

( )3 () 4

() 3 () 4

()3 () 4

() 3 ()4

() 3 () 4
(_)3 ()4

() 3 ()4

)3' , ()4

3 ( )4

() 5

(-) 5

() 5

()
() 5

() 5

() 5

() 5

() 5

< -)5

( )4 ( )5

()4 t( )5

.ni
(_) 4 1 (.t. ) 5

--
( )4 :0. -4 )5

60 Locl,,TV news (---)l ()2

61 To Tell the Truth , (---)l ()2

62 Partridge Family () l ( )2

63 The.Jeffersons (---)l

/
(IT---)2

64 Adam -12 , (_)1 ( )2.

65 Good Times ( () 2

41°

.
66 Hollywood Squares ( )1 ( )2

()3 - (---)4 87. ( )1 ( .- )2 ()S : ()4 '(---)5

(-)3 (_)4 88. (---)1 (---)2 it (---)3 (---)4 (---)5'

(--)3 (-)4, 89. ()1 ()2 (-)3 ()4. (--)5

(-) 3 (-) 4 NO.. () 1 '(
.

) 2- ( ) (---)4 ( )5
'

( ) 3 ()4. 91. (- ) 1 ( -)2 ( ) -0)4 ( )5

.-
:

( , ) 3 () 4 92 . () 1 ' ,() 2 c._) (__

() .3 ()4 93. ( )1 ( )2 (--)3 --(-' )T,_ 4
67 Ball Four ( )1 (7:-) 2 : ()3 () 4 94 . () 1 ()2_ ___ _( ) 3 . L__) 4 (45..,,

40.i.. .

0

'-i6eThe Quest ()1 ' ()2 ()3 (34 _95. ()1 ()2 ()3 () 4 ,'; ()5....,

69 Al] in the Fa 'ily
. .

(---)1 ()2 ()3in(---)4 96, ()1 ( )2 (-7)3 (1. )4 '. ( )5_
,.

-70 Alice. .., ( ' 1. ( ') 2 () 3 .(7-) 4 97. .() 1 ( -)2 (---) ()4 .. _ (-7)5
_a.

7 Thy BlUe Knight ( )1 ( -- )2 '4-, )3 ( )4 0 '98. (_)1 (-)2 ().3 (--)A '()5

:

.

eir

For each program above, be sure you've marked ONE. box for Part A and (giE boxfor Part B.)

Please turn the page.
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THURSDAY programs

99 To Tell the-Truth ( )1

-,11100Local TV news ()l'

For each program mark only ONE box in Pait A and ONE box in Part B.

PART A
V PART B

Here's how I feel bout the ro ram: At home, I advisemy child thal he/she:

It's' one It's all . I I have
of my rigt).. don't never

favorites ("so-SS") likeit seen 1t

101 This Week: Looking In (

102 Adam 12
.(il)'i

,

1' Partridge Family
Y
iy (- ) l

104 Gemini Man ()1

105 Welcome Back, otter ()1

106 Hawaii Fivelc (7)1
4

107 Barney Miller

108 Barnabijones ,( :)1

109 Tony Randall Show ()1

tIr 110 Nancy Walker .Show (---)i

111 Streets San Francisco = ()1

( )2. ( ')3 ( )4

. (7-) 2(--) 3 (--) 4-
( )2 (__)3 ( )4_ _
( )2 ( ).3 ( )4

( )2

( )2

()2

()2

(--)2

( )2

()2

Must Should I Give Shouldn't Must nol
watch it'vvat it No Advice watch it watch it

124. C7).. ( -)2 ,, (-- ()3 ____- ) r ()5

125. ()1 ().2 ( )3 , ()4 (7-)5

____)2 N) 3, (-)4 C-)5

127. ()1 ()2'. (_)3 4 ( ) 4 (.)5
s

128. ()1
(
)2 ( ')3 ()4 ( )L

129., ( )1 ()2 ()3 ()4 (

..

)5

130. (--)1 ()2 (-)3 (7)4 . _(---)5

1131.' (-4 ( )2 (--,a: )3 r-)4 ()5
132. ()1 ( )2 . ()3 (--:)4 ()5

133, (---)i' ( )2 ( )3 ( )4. ( ).

,-.,.. _
I-134.' C. ).1 (7-)2 ( )3 ()4 ()5

()2 ()4 135.

()2 (- )3 ()4 136.
'te

112 Dick :Van Dyke pm. ,()1 )2' ( )3 137.

FRIDAY_pyoghes

ltocal.TV neaeGe?

114 To Tell t

()1 ()2 (-"-)3 ()4, (-)5

(---)1 (n2 , (--)3 ()4 ()5
-d

( )1 ( )2 (-)3 b - ()4 ()5

()1 .(7)2 (7)3. ( )4 138. ()1 )2 ()3 C) () 5

Truth ()1 '( )2 ()3 ()4 139.()1 , ( )3 (Th 5

115 Adam 12, '

116 Partridge Family

117 Andy Williams

118DOnny & Marie

119 Lawrence Welk.

0.-
120 Sanford ansl Son

01
121 Chico and tile. Man.

122 Rockford Files

123 Serpico

__., .,,,- - ,-()1 ( )2 (--)3 ()4 140. ()1 ( )_ ( )3 () ( )5-
( )1_ ( )2 ()3 (--)4 141: ()1- '( ) (-)3 ( ) (-)5

_
()1 ()2 ()3 ()4 142. ()1 52_ ', 0 33 (-) 4 ( ) 5

()1 ( )2 () 3 (-) 4 14 3. (-)1 ()2,_ (___)3 .--()4 (---)5

_

()1 ( )2 y'' ( )3 1 )4 144. ( --)1_ . _"()2 ( )3 ( () 5

( )1, (-) 2 ( )3 ()4 145. (---)1 _()2 (_) 3 . - ()4 - ()5
.;

()1 (---')2 ( )3 (--) 4 146. ()lp ()2 (--)3 '''' (---)4
, -
( )5_

..

()1 () 2 () 3 (7) 41,,'''' 147. (

\.

)1 (

_
)2 (7)3 (_)4 ()5.

()1 (

---
)2 ( )3 ()4 148. ()r () 2 ( ^) 3 _ (' )4 ()5:

.

4 v

4

(For each program above, be sure you've marked ONE box Part A and ONE box for' PareB.)

4 F'"



4% SATURDAY programs

°' .1'49 Local TV.news

150 Hollywood Squares

151 Hee Haw

152 Dolly

153 Holmes & Yoyo

154 Emergency

155

156

1' 157 Mary Tyler. Moore Show

158158 Starsky-& Hutch

154 Most Wanted

10°Sob Newhart Show

161 Carol Burnett Show

Mr. T. & Tiria

Doc

-5-

For each program mark only ONE box in Part A and ONE box' in Part B.

PART A

Here'sehow I feel about the program:

It's one It's kll, I have
of- my right, don' t never

favorites rso7so") like it sk,n it

(_:_.)2 ()3

()1 , (.7)2 )3

( )1 () 2 '() 3.

( )1 () 2 *)

()1 ()2 'rth)3

() 1 ( )2 F )3

() () 2 () 3

( )1 (7)2 ( )'3

() 1 " (_)2 ,( )3

() 1 ( )2 ( )

() 1 C) 2 r) 3

( )1 () 2 () 3

() 1 (),2 () 3

y( -)4

( )4

PART B

At 'ho e, I advise my child that he/she:

Must Should I Give'

watch it watch it > No Advice

162. ( )1

163. () 1

164. ( )

166. (

. ()2

( )2

)2

)2

( ) 2

( ) 2

(-7-) 2

(V2
( )2

() 2
() 2

..()4 167. )

168. ( ) I

()4 169. ( ) l

, 170. ()

() 4 171. (Mr

()4 172.- (---)1

() 4 173. ( )- 1

(' ) 4 '174. (

Shoqldn' t
watch it

(77)4

()4

()4

( )4

() 4

Must not
watch it

()5

()5

(

()5

()5

( )5

( )5

()5

(-7)5

()5

(--)5

'f%,

(For each progTamj above-, be sure you've marked ONE box for Part A and ONE bOx for Part B:)



SATURDAY mornings

175 Tom E Jerry/Grape Ape

176 Woody WOOdpecker Show

177 Sylvester. E Tweety,0

-6-

For each program mark only ONE box,in Part kand ONE box in Part B.

PART A PART B

Here's how I feel about the programme At home, my

I lould
It'S.one It's all I F have wara71.7,
of my right don't never I must but don't

favorites ("so-so") like it seen it have to

(.-7.)1. ()2' ()3 ()4

.()1 ()2- ()3 (7)4

(--)1 ( )2

178 The PinkPanther. ( )1

_179 Bugs Bunny/Road Runner (--)1

180 Jabberjaw- ()1
.

. 181 Tarzan Lord of,k,Jungle (--)1

182 Scooby Doo /Dynomutt

183 McDuff, the'Talking Dog

184 Shazam/Isls'Hour

*T85 The Monster Squad

187 The KrofftsSuper Show

.10.kClue,i Club

()2 (..)3 (7)4

'()2 y()3 ()4

()2 ()3 ()4-

189 JM.Althost Anything Goes(--)1

190 Eand-of the Lost (7)1

;:.191 Fat Aibert E Cbsby Kits (--)1

(7.)24

()2

(

'()3 ()4,

( )4

192 Big John, Little John ()1 ()2 3 (-7)4

193 JWay. Out Games (7)1' ( )2 ( )3 (.7)4

4-194The,Kids from C.A.P.E.:13(77)1 ( )2 ( )3 (7)4

195 Muggsy (7)1 (7).2 ()3 ( 7)4
(,
196 School Rouse Rock (-7)1, ()2 ()3 (7)4

197 MumblY-Show ()4 ( )2 ()3 ()4

198 In-the Ne4se (7)2 ()4

4 '
-'p

parents tell me:
They '

don't care shouldn'tiI do 74747a-37:
or don't but I may must not
Watch it if I wish watctrrE

1B9.(7)1 (7)2 (

200.(--)1.4 ( )2

201.( )1 ( )2 7)18
IR

202.()1 (--- )2 ( )3

203.()1 ()2 (
g

--)3

204. (--)1 (-- )2 (--)2

205.()1 (7 )2 ()3

.206.(75-1 ()2 ( )3

207.()1 (-7)2 % (--)3

208.(7)1 ( )2 ( )3

209t()1 ( )2 ()3'.

210.()1 ()2 (7)3

()2 ()3

212. )1 (7)2 ()3

21 .()1 ()2 ( )3

214.( )1 ()2 (7)3

215. ()1 ()2 (7)3'

216.()1 ( )2 ()3

217.(-7)1 ()3

218.1.7)1
. (7)2 ()3

'219. (E ()2', ()3

720.( 0 ()2 (--)3

()3 I

222.(7) 3

n.

(77)4 (---)5.

()4 ,

(' )4 . (_)5

( )4 ()5
.

(7)4 ()5

17)4 (--)S

( )4 (---)5

( )4 (7)5

(7)4 ()5

()4 (7)5
-->t

(7)4 , (7)5

(717)4 (7)5

( )4 (---)5

) 1.3 )5

(For' eachkProgram above, be sure °C) v marked ON Z, ox for Pfrt A

MANY THANKS FOR YOVR HELP AND COOPERA

4 6

and ONE

A

f74'

box for Part B.)

a

0,



A TELEVISION SURVEY OF STUDENTS' PARENTS

N? 24.017(Parents of Children in the Fourth to the Ninth Grades)

IMPORTANT: The'child who brought this questionnaire home to yo answered similar questions at school. We're inter-
sted in compaiing parents' and their children's attitudesitudes toward television and in seeing-tile differences
Lch may be due to age; education, etc. To do this, we need your honest and frank answers to all ques-
ons. We sincerely appreciate your cooperation! To assure the privacy of youransw6s, please do NOT

write your name on this questionnaire.

Where we ask you to "mark" something, please place an PX" in the box4kike this (X). After each box
notice a small number. Don't pay any attention to it, as we use it tdAlielp put your answers into a computer
for counting.

SECTION ONE

Concerning the child who brought this questionnaire. home to you, what is the name of the school he or she attends?
(Please print in that name)

,/ '.
. __

1. In what grade is that ,child enrolled? 4th( )1; 5E11( )2; 6th( )3; 7th( )4; 8th(. 9th( )6.

I
%,.

.',.)

2. Is the child a boy or a, girl? Boy()1; Girl( )2.

di
3. What is your relationship to the °child? Mother( )1; Father( )2; Grandmother(7)3; Grandfapher( ':Other( )5

To what age group dOyOu belong? Under 35( )1; 36- 49( )2; 50 or more( )3

5. How far did you go in formal schooling? (Mark one box only.),

Not beyond the 8th grade ()1
Some high school, not a graduate ( )2

Graduated from high school. . . ( )3

4.If "yes",'duiing: daytime()1;

Sothe college, not a graduate. .( )4
Graduated from 4-year college .( )5
Further schooling aftet\gradu-

. ation from 4-year college . .( )6b
6. . Are you employed outside of the home? Yes( -7)1; No( .)- 2. (If "no", go to Question 8.)

t

1 f

nighttime( )2; or bdth day and night( )3

p
. -

8. On,eights before school days, dd5yOu usually require the child 'to stop watching television at any special time?
(By 'nights before school days", we mean Sunday, Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday nights:)

Yea( --)11 No( )2. ', '(If "no",'go to QuestionItl.) 5 .. -, .
.

I 1- is
.

> If you answered "yes," at what time do you usually require the child to stop watching television? Mar onebox
that is closest to that time,

.c., ;

F.

... I i,

,
9. 6:00( .)1 7:30( )4 10. 9:00(_)1 10130()4 )''

6:30( )2 8:00( )5 9:30( )2 11:00( )5
7:00( )3 8:30.( )6 .10:00( )3'- 11:30( )6, -

a Midnight or later( )7, -,

I ' 9

..,.`.4. .. (

On nights when there. is no school the ne'xt-day (or 6#Xa4Ple,l, Friday &Ad Satd*Opy niglits), do yo6 dsual$Y
require'the child to,.stap,,watchink4elevision at any - special time ?.

't"
--;

,'.4.-Yes(7)1; ' No(' )2. (If "no,"go tä the queatlons on page 2.) i
*

'1'"

I...i'IttyOU answered "yes at wiTatLeIme.do you usuallq_require the. child, NtOp watching EeleVisiOn? MarkOne o

0 ' I 1-.
''

'that Is cloisestto that time.:, 'fl ''. . N
S f #

llifb
,

, ..
12..., .6:06C-)1 7:30( Y4 43. , . 9:06()" 10:30( )4

6:30(: )2 8:d0(--)5 9:30( )2 ' 11:00( )5
7:00( )3 8:30( 4 ,10:00(4)3 11:39( )6

Midnight or later( : )7

ta,, ci4

Net

0,

PleAse *turn .ihe page.

,g

63:



egat
N? T4017

YESTERDAY evening, between 6:00' p.m. and midnight, when did you Watch television? Place an "X" in the box for each
half hour you watched--for,Questions 21-32. If you did not watch at all, mark here( )20 and go to Question 33.

21.

22.

23.

6:00 - 6:30(_)

6:30-7:00( )

7:00-7:30( ) -

24.

25.

26.

7:30-8:00(7-)
8:00-8:30( )

8:30-9:00( )

27.

28.

29.

9:00- 9:30()
9:30 - 10:00(_)
10:00-10:30( )

30.

31.

32.

10:30-11:90( )

11:00-11:30( )

11:30-12:00( )

33. ',How many half-hour boxes did you mark with an "X'.' in Questions 21-32? Number
.

SECTION TWO

On the rest,qtthis page and the following pages, we've listed television programs which are shown by the three Wichita
commercil television stations on each day of the week from 6:00 to 10:00 p.m. Also, on the last page, we've listed the
programs' shown on Saturday mornings'from 7:00 a.m. to noon. Notice we are asking for two answers for each program. In
Part A, We'd like to know.how you feel about the program. In Part B, we'd like to know if, at home, you are encouraged
or discouraged from watching the program.

For each program check only ONE box in Part0 and ONE hox fn'Pait

PART A

Here's. how I feel about the grogram:

It's one It's all I I have
of my righy. dqn't never

SUNDAY programs favorites ("so-so') like it seen it

World of Disney ()1 (77)2 A (77)3

2 Six MillionDollar Man (77)1

6 Minutes 6 OP
4 Local TV news ()1,

5 Sonny,S, Cher Show ()1

o 6 Bill Cosby Show

7.Sybil (777)1

8 Kojak ()1

Delvecchio (777)].

MONDAY programs

10 To Tell the TrufhA

.11 L4Zal TV news 1

12 WiPI Kingdom

13 Adam 12

1% Rhod

15WPartridge

Phyllis riV

Captain.& lennille',
4

,18 Little House on Prairie

lb

!',17

7

;%,

()2

()2

()2

() 2 (_):3

(_)3

(777) 2 :()3

()2 ()3

()2 (-)3

19 Maude

20 Monday Nite

:"21'411'e Fair

Footb

22 Executive Suite

()1
( )2

.(-)2

()2

()4 23.

( )4 24.

(_)4 25.

(-7)4 27.

( )4 'AM

(--)4

(7)4 31.

()4 32.

30.

1

(_)4"
"i

33.

(_)4 34.

154 1 35.,
*7'

( ),1 (_)2 *(7-)44,*1 36.

()1 ()2 . Cwi ()3 ( )4', 37.

3 , ( ) 4 1 38.

(77)27 (-7)3 (, -7)4 f39.;

(777)2 (-7)3 ()4 1740.

(L)1 ,(7734°' )5 (777)4 41.

6

1 C. ( ) 2 .0z. -() 3 (-7)4 t

)1 ( )2 ( ) 3 ( )4 4.,

PART B

At home, my parents tell me:
They,

I must

I should, don't care shouldn't

must not

watch it,
but don't
have to

if I do

or don't
watch it

watch it.
but I may
if I wishwatch it watch it

(-)).
(-)].
()].
()].
()].
()].
( )1

(77)1

()1

(,)2

()2

()2

(_)2

(-77)Y

'
(---.2

(77)2_
(77)2

(-)2

(-)3

()3
_

( )3

'()3
()3'

,
(_)3

(77) 3

(77)3

) 3

( )4

(--)4

04
(7)4

()4

()4

( )4

(77)4

. (14

. _ 4

( )5

"()5
,___
( ' )5

(7-)5

n5
g.E)-5

(77)5,

()54

(7)5

.6

'

- 6'1

( )1

(77).1

(77-11,

)1

()1

(

(__)1

()1

(-77)]..

4-

(77)1.

( )1

()2

(

(777)2

() 2

()2
_*
( )1

(77r2
.,

( )2'

(7;7)2

()2

()2

'2777)t2

(

(77)3

(__)3.

(.7)3

;(77)3 4
,

.

1. ( 6 )13

.

( . )3

(7_1703,,i-

'-. (47;74.3'"

' ( )3

..

:,

(__)3

a ,

( 3.4
;T.

( )4

(-)ii
(--)e

(,)/4
,T.-..

,..041()4

\-6' ..('.)%

....

(_)4

(_)4

(

,?
)4

( )4

"

_

)()5
.-f..)5

-(4
.(-)5
(----)5

*(77).5.

.-,. ).

7.--7')'''

(7"77)5

(777)5 7.

- "
.

)5-

. .

(For each program above, be alp you've checked ON ,box for Part A and ONE box for'Part B.)



-3-

.

For each program check only ONE bok in Part

PART.
n.
4.

..
Here's how I feel'about the ro ram. At home, my Earents tell me:

They I

I should don't-care ahouldn't
It's one It's all I. I have watch it, if I do 'watch it, I
of my right : don't never I must but don't or don't but I may must not

TUESDAY programs favorites ("so-so") like it seen it watch it have to ,- watch it if I wish watch it
4

....--

45 Local TV news (:)1 0 2 03 04 72.,, (1)1 (_)2 (23 () 4 .(-15

'.. 46 Adam 12 ( )- 1 (--i2 (-13 (--)4 73. (-11
.

( )4 ()5'

A and ONE box in Part A.

- -
PART B

-
,48 Baa Baa Black Sheep )1 - ()2 ,()3 ( ,)- 4 75. ( )1 (`)2 ()3 ()4 ()5

49 Partridge Family ( )1 ()2, ( )3 (7)4 76. ()1 ,("- )2 ()3 C14 (:)5
_ -

47

50 The Muppets (77.)1 () 2 ( )3 0 (714 77. ( )1 ( )2 () 3 A)4
c::),5

.
51 Happy Days ()1 ()2 ()3 (714 ! 78. .()1 ()2 ()3 (...34 ()5

' 5241AgH
I

( )1 ()2 () 3 ()4 79. (____---)1 (---)2 () 3 ()4 05
.

s0 53'Police Woman ()1 ()2 ,...()3 ()4 80. -(-)1 ()2 ()3 (---)4 (--)5,

5.4 One Day at me ()1 . ( ) 2 ()3 (94 81. (7--)1 () 2 () 3 (_)4 ()5
55 Police Stor (____)1 (____.)2 03 04, '82. ()1 (---. )2 ()3 (1:)4 ()5
56 Laverne & Shirley ()1. ()2 (713 ()4 0 83. ()1 .(7-)2 (D3 C=54 05
57 Switch C11 ' ()2. ( )3 ()4 84. ()i C12 (7)3 (.--)4 ()5

58 IliCh Man, Poor Man II ()1 (-)2 ()1 ()4 t85. ()1 (-)2 (--.)3 C.D4 f (:)5
59 Family ()1 (..--)2 () 3 (--7)4 ,86. ()1 () 2 ()3 ()4 (IP

WEDNESDAY programs

60 Local TV news ()1 ()2 ()3 ()4. 87. '()1
k.

61 To Tell the Truth ()1 ()2 ()3 C14 88. ()1

62 Partridge Family ()1 (--)2" ()3 (--)4 89. ()1 ' ()2 (-7-)3

63'The Jetfersons (13)1 ()2 (77)3 (-14 9Q. ()1 ".' ()2 ()3

64 Adam '12 ( -)1 () 2 (- ) 3 ()4 91. ,4--) 1 4.(-7) 2 (-13
--

( (-) 4 (-) 5 ...

65 Good Times (7--)1 (_)2 (-7)3 (-14 91. (r--)1 (-12 ()- 3 ()4 (----) 5
i .

.". 66 Hollywood Squares ()1 ()2 ()34t ()4 93. ()1.', -L()2 ()3 ( )4 . (--)5_7

67 Ball Four, 16)1 (7)2 -. ( -)3 ()4 94. ( )1 1 2 ,( ( 3 .0_34 n5
...68 The Quest )1 (2 ()3 (7)4.. 95. ()1 ) '- .,(-13 '- '.(-7-)4 (-7)5 =
.".°4" . . * , _ \

4
.

.69 A11.0 .the Family- (--$;r' . C.)2 ( )3 )*( )4 ;96. C__)1 (12 - (13 .t- ()4 ( )5
4v-ef .; . ..t .

iO Alicet
10' (')1r" -()2 ()3' .(_)4 97.- (.1 (___)2 . (---)3 . 1)4 ()5.

-. .

71 The. Bpie Knight', ()1 4(-7-) i` ,7-----)3 n4 98. (DI n2. n3 .: () 4 (77)5
lo,

. .
.

(7
_
)3 )4

(___)2 ( )- 3

()4 .()5

t",
,

For each pr8gramabove, be sure you've checked ONE..box for Part A and ONE box for Part Bs
ti

4
Please turn the,page.

4



V.

THURSDAY.programs,

99 To Tell the Truth.

100 Local TV news

101 This Week: Looking In

102 Adam 12

103"Partridge Family
4

104 Gemini Man.

105 Welcome Back, lrptter

106 Hawaii Five-0

107 Barney Miller

108 Barnd4 Jones

109 Tony Randall ShOw

110 Nancy Walker Show
A

,111 Streets San Francisco

112 Dick Van Dyke & Com.

FRIDAY program

113 Local TV news

114 To Tell t)0,1 Truth

115 Adam 12

116 Partridge Family

117 Andy Williams

118 Donny & Marie

119 Lawrence Welk

..120 Sanford and Son

121 Chico and thy. lan

122 Rockford Files

123 Serpico

Vor

14
! s

V,7,

-1--

each program mark

1

only ONE box in Part A and ONE box'

.P.

14'
kr,

PART A

Here's how I feel about the program:

It's one It's all I I haVe
of my right don't ,never,

favorites ( "so -so ") ,like ie-Seen

()1 (--) 2 ( )3 (. )4 -t

(--)1 ( ) 2 ()3 ( )4

()2 ()3 ( )4

() 1 () 2 () 3 () 4
() 1 () 2 () 3 () 4
( )1 ( )2 () 3 () 4
( )l ( )- 2 ()3 ()4

()1 ( )2 ()3 ( )4

() 3, ( )4

(-'') 2 () 3 () 4
( )1

()1

( )1 . ( ( )3 (--)4

()3 ()4,

()2 () 3

PART B

At home, my parents tell me:
They I

I should don't care shouldn't
watch .ft, if I do watch it, I

I must but don't or don't butI may must not
.watrfett- have to watch it if I wish watch it

(--)2 (--)i 14

( )2 () 3 ( )4
() 3 () 4

() 2 ( )- 3 ()4

() 2 () 3 ( )- 4

()2 ()3 ()4.

( )2 '()3 ( )4

()2 ( )3 ()4

( ) 2 40" () 3 (_._- )

C)4

41:(7--)2 (D3 (D4

138.

139.

140.

141.

142.

143.

144.

145.

146.

147.

148.

()2

( )2

()2

()2

()2

()2

()2

() 2
_

( )2_
()2
_
( )2

(1:16,

;()2

-.,

1

()3

( )3

()3

()3

()3

()3

(_) 3

( )3

()3

(

( ) 3

()3

()4

()4

()4

)4

(7)4

( )4

( P)4

() '4
()4

( )4

( )4

()4

.()5

()5

()5

( )5

()5

(_)?

( )5

( )5

(DS;

()5

C)

()5

()5 .

()5

()2
(--111?

)4 ( )5'

( ) 3

( ) 3

( )3

( .)3

( ) 3

() 3
() )3

() 3

()3

()4

4

( )4

()4

C54

()4

(-)4

()4
(-)4

4() 5

(-755

(7)5

( )5

) 5

( ) 5

(;) 5

(>5
() 5
(Tr) 5

(For each program aboye, be sure you'vesTked ONE box

J

O

for Part A and ONE box
.

for Part. B.)



N' /
Foi each program mark only ONE box in

PART A

Part A and box in Part B.

'" ,.

Here's how I feel about' the program; At home, my parents tell me:
.,.... They

I should 'don't care shouldn't
It's one It's 'all I I have watch it, if I do watch it, I

. IP. of my right dim' t never I must but don't * or don't but I may rmust not
SATURDAY

programs` favorites ("so-so") like itkseen "it watch it haveto watch it if I wish watch' it
ts

149 -Local TV news (---)1 (_)2 (--)3 (--)4 162. ()1.

150 Hollywood Square (--)1 .(---)2 (---)3 (7--)4 163. ( )1

c151, Hee Haw ( 7 ) 1 . ()2 ()3 ()4 164. (_)1

152. Dolly (7)1 ()2 ()3 ()4 165, ()1

Holmes _ Y...,o ()l ()2 ()3 (---)4 1b6. (---)1153 11 1 1.., ,',',

154 Emergency ()1 (---)2, (---)3 () 4 167. ()1
..

155 Mr. T. & Tina n1 .()2 . ()3 (---)4 168.. ( .

___

)1

156 Doc ()1
.
(_)2 ()3 ()4 169. (---)1

157 Mary Tyler Moore Show (1--'-)1 (--)2 (---)3 ()4 illk13.0. ( )1

.. '
158' Starsky & Hutch ()1 (---)2 ()3 ( _...)4 171. ()1 ...

159 Most Wanted ()1 (---)2 '..13 172. (---)1

160 Bob NeWhart Show ()1 ( ()3 (----)4 173. (---)1_
161 Caiol. Burnett.Shw ( ) r--)2 i()3 ()4 1 174. '(---)1

_
( )2

( )2

( , )2

( )2

( )2

()2

()2

()2

( )2

()2'

,(---)2

(---)2

()2

.

L

(2/3

( )3

C)'3

(----)3

()3

(--)3

' ()3

()3

(_____)3

(---)3

n3
()3

: (D3

..

s.

()4.

-1(4
()4

(--)4

()4

()4

i_LJ4

T)4

(---)4
--.

(_)4.
J '

--(-)4

()4

(_)4'

:

( )5

)(-47-)5

.()5
()5.

()5

()5
n5
()5

(---)5

()5
(----)5

(----)5 _

(--)5

(For each program above, be ske you've marked ONE box for Part A and ONE box-for Piirt B.

SATURDAY MORNING PROGRAM S ON BACK.

PLEASE TURN THE PAGE.



Fo each program mark. only ONE ox in Part A and-''ONE box in Part B.

1Here's

PART.A

how I -el about the that he/she::

It's one' It's all I I have
of my right don' t never

SATURDAY mornings favorites ("so-so") like it seen it

175 Tom. & Jerry /Grape Ape ()1 ()2 ()3 ()4

116 Woody Woodpecker Show ()1 ()2 (7)3 ,()4

177 Sylvester & Tweety ()1 ()2 ()3 )4

178 The Pink Panther (7)1 ( )2 ,()1,.. ()4
179 Bugs Bunny/Road Runner 1 ,( )- 2 (77)3 ' () 4

180 Jabberjaw ()1 (- )2 ()f ()4

.181 Tarzan Lord of Jungle ( )- 1 0, (D2 ()3 ()4'

182 Scooby. Doo/Dynomutt ()I ()3 (_)4

1E9 McDqff, the Talking Dog()L, ()2 ( )3 ( )4 .

'184 Shazam/Isis Hour ( )- 1 ( )3 ()4

.185 The Modster Squad ()1 ()2 ()3 ()4
_1-

'186 Ark II (7) 1 ( )2 ()3 ()-4

1-87 The' Kroffts. Super Show ()1 ()2 ()3,i. ()4

188 Clue Club . ()1 ()2 ()3 ()4

189 Jr. Almost Anything Goes( )1 _ ()2 (7)3 ()4

190 Land, of the Lost ()1 ( )2 ()3 ()4

191 Fat Albert &Cosby Kids()1 ( )2 ()3 )4

1.92 Big John, Little. John ()1 ( )2 ()3 4 -I)4
f--'

193 Way Out Games ( )1 ()2 ()3 ( )4

194,The Kids from C.A.P.E.R()1 ()2'4 ()3 ()4_
195 Muggsy ()1 1()2 ( )3 ( )4

,s

196 School House Rock .L' (T7)1 . (_)2 ()3 -';()4
, . . D.

197 Numbly Show (`' )1 .' ()2 ( ^ )3 ()4
it

198'-In the. News ,... () 1 .. (' )2
)

( )3 "()4

Must Should, I Gibe shouldh't Must not
watch it watch it No Advice watch ,it -watch it

.q)1 ()2 ° (_) 3 (,__- )4 . ()5

O. () 1 () 2 . (7)3 ( )4 ()5

201. (_)1 () 2 () 3 () 4 ' .:( ) 5

202. ()1. ( ) 2 .1' ()3 ().4 (_ ) 5

6

203. tj 1 ( )2 .( )3
1

( )4 . ( " )5

e

204. ( )1 ( ')) () 3 (--)4 ,()5
,.

265. ()1 ()2. (--)3 (4 D (-) 5
-7-'

206. (7)1 ( )2_ (.:1)Y ()4 ()5

207. () I, , (_)2 ( )3 ()41 (7)5

208. - ( ) -( )2 (7)3 ()4 ()5 - ,

209. ()1 ( (7)3 ()5

()1 ( -)2 ()4 (--)5

()2 ()3

()2 (----3,_ _...-
( )2 ( )3 .

()2 ()3

( )2 (i3
()2-'

(.4_11)3

()2 ()3
. .

()2 ( )3

(
_ff.

)2 l' (. )3
"-

(220. ),.....41 (--)Z (_)3 ()4 (-'-)5

221: ()1 ( )2 ( )1 -()4 ()5_.---e,
t

222. :Cll., ( . )2 (°' )3 ()4 (_)5
s.

()4 ()5

()4 ()5

()4 i. ()5,_
( )4 ()5.

(_)4 ()5

,
P

IP

(For teach pLgram above, be sure youXe ma tied ONE box for Part A and ONE box for Part, B.)
i

( . , .. . . .
.

MANY THANKS FOR YOUR HELP 4ND COOPERATIO

f

.
4 6 L.)
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WICHITA STATE)UNI

ENT OF SPEECH COMMUNICATION
ONS OF:
EECH EDUCATI'DN
ETORIC AND COMMUNICATION

4EATRE.ARTS,
ItAD1.0,TELEVISION-FILM
GRAbUATE STUDIES,

Dear Parent(S) or Clua.rdiah(s):

RSITY
1\11 ITA, KANSAS 67208

7" * PHONE 316/689-3185 ,

These quesfi,onriaires are part of ,kstudy of4-,000 schoolchildren and their parents in
Sedgwick County. The study is .being cfonducted" by Wichita State UniverSity, with the:appro-

. val of your, school system, and with'. the assistance of a grant of money from a national tele-
'?iision'network. The study represents 'basic,* 'honest re earth, and is not designed to is

'prove the inlage of that network or any other network o stationt,' The results of the study,4
which will be published next MaY, 'will Be made availab e tOretucators, bi-oa casters,, gov
ernmentai agencies and Other intested groups throughdiat,:tie rWon.. Sunman_ s ueil be given
to each r,,ticipating schbol, including, the one your child atrepds. 4

4,

We at Wi State University are/rather proud of ...'f.he fact that .11,,.Iii:r study was one of five .
r selected from 327 research pi-oposals subMitthd by,;,-56 leading '6211eges and, universieies.e, -.

The other four schools selected Were Harvard University, Unixiersity of Pennsylvania, Uni-
verSity of North Carolina, and the University of, -Georgia. Notice°that Wichita State tJni-

. 'share 'i,n our pride, and. to' lch that this imESortant - 'study ,could not be'aC6omplished4"Withopt,
varsity Was theonly.school scetticte'd west,ob the Apalachien Mountains! We want you to

,

the cooperation of you, and"yourchild. A

. PLEASE NOTE THAT WE 160 NOT ASK FOR YOUR NAME on the questionn , nor did we-obtain the -

name of your child whose clas8 was selected- randomly by the 'administration of t...: e public -
schoolesystem. Yeats and your child both hate ca- plete privacy and it is thrpossible for,, US.
to identify you by name. 'ma° questionnaires are attached=-One for you and the other for
the mother or / father or`other NresponSi4 adult in the home--each adult to answerta'sepa-
rate questionnaire:: ,

t A'Please remember that'we need two antWers te.each program list ed on pages' 2, through
.

'for r attitude toward thepregram 43arts'A), and one for the guidance you g ive4x5t.pr child
rega ing the program '(Part B): .

'We truly hope that thks survey will, provide important information. td broadcast -Prs--T,*ich..
they, rust have- to enable them to better adapt- weir programs for bothChildren;andjadillts., -

(2There' have been a'felii.,similar staadies made in brig. cities such as New York; 'LOS Angelks d T:
Chicago.' Do ,people WiChit.a and Sedgwick County areas diffe from thdse

ties in,.:thePr vi its, and program:: preferences? We won ',,t know /for sure unleoSs
et responses 'from y other' cooperating parents: ,So, please _take just a few minutes,

arigwer the-;queStionnaires; -and return them to me as soon as possible in the self-addreSsed
(no.7potage:.reqt.iired) envelope. We need all responses in 'order to.have a, good representa-
tive sample of.parents of children in the fourthto the ninth,grades.. Your cooperation will
be most greatly appreiated! If you have any queStions, please call'n at 689 -3185.

,

J.,

Again, many, many,thanks! 5

Sincerely,

;

J. Mohr; -Ph:D.
CoOrd,inator of. Graduate: Studies°p.,



WICHITA STATE UNIVERSITY

DEPARTMENT OF SPEECH COMMUNICATION
DIVISIONS OF:

SPEECH EDUCATION
RHETORIC AND COMMUNICATION
THEATRE ARTS
RADIO-TELEVISION-FILM
GRADUATE STUDIES

Dear Classroom Instructor:

WRIAITA,KANSASONM
PlIONF3WhIMAIH5

'=;

.322,

As you know, y ur school district has approved the participation of your school in a large
sample survey of the television listening habits and program preferences of school chil-
dren in the f rth to the ninth grades. Your class was randomly selected based on enroll-

.,ment lists provided to'us.

c'

The study 4 being conducted by Wichita State University and. is made possible by a'grant
.

from a national television network. The study represents honest, basic 'research and is
not designed to enhance the image of that network or any other broadcasting entity._.
Results of this study, which will be published next May, will be made available to educa-'
tors, parents and other interest groups, and broadcasters throughoUt the nation. Suns

maries of the findingg will be given to each participating school, including youfa.

Enclosed you will find envelopes containing the questionnaires for: your class, along with
some suggestions'foi-the administration of the questionnaires. These suggestions were
erived from our experience in pre- testing.the questionnaires. We obviously leave this to
our good judgment because you know your Tdents beeter than we:

Th ',school administration considers that the survey'could well represent an educational
.

e rience. Students in the grades being surveyed are aware, in varyihg degrees, of public
opi on polls, especially in this election year. They hear about them on teleVision and
perha s read about them in the print media. As you wellknolq of course, radio and tele--
.visio audience surveys are a type of public opinion

Perhaps you would like to devote a few minutes of discussion-ta the-general topic of public
opinion polls before handing out the questionnaires. Attached are'some "exampleS and
explanations" which you might wish to use--at your discretio94 of course.

In any case, after the-"introduction to- public opinion polls," please pass out_an envelope.
to each student present in your class on . Each enve -.
lope contains one white questionnaire for the student to comPlete In class, and turn in to
you, and two yellow-colored questionnaires to take home in the envelope to his/her parents..
Als(ncluded in the envelope is a letter addreSsedkto the parents.

Please accept our very sincere thanks foi= youY coopefation and assistance. It is only with'
the help of you and your colleagues in the school system that this study can be successful.
If you-have any questions; pfease call me at the University-689-3285.

Again' m4ny, many thanks':

Sincerely,.

4

Phillip J. Mo , Ph.D.
Coordinator of Graduate Studies,
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_Pre-Planning

el

, .
.

1. Please familiarize
Must be adminamiliarize

yoUrself,witha copy of, the student' questionnaire. ,
2. The ietered on the day indicated in the accompanying letter.
3, In grades:which are,,nOt "depatmentalited," if possible have the students complete the

questionnairemshertly'lefore they go home-to lunch or:at the end of the schdol day.
If they have tha eavekopes (which theyshOuldtake home to their parents) for too long
a time, they'miy lose or 'misplace" them. '

4. Our pre - tests' indicated. administration of the queetionnairei may be expeditedif
you "lear:the students through 6ectiati One, one question at a time. If a student has
a,quektiO6rou could answer 47a1044 _and others who might have the same or similar.
queetideMyould.bmiefit fromheariag thetansier. In Section Two, after the students
linderatiplwhat ii deaired, they may be 4ble-to Otoceed at their own pace. Inny case,
the pifrtests indicated that,,254o 40 minutes shoUld be adequate for completion of the
entire questionnaire.

SUGGESTIONS FOR ADMINISTERING THE QUESTIONNAIRES
. .

Procedures During' the Administration

,i,U/..Afteraistributing the enVelopee to the claas,haN4 each student take out the "studend
qUestioinaire" (white in'oolor).:.'
Annouacteihat participation is voluntary,.but you may suggest that they will enjoy

out the questionnaire. Let them know that their answers are important.
3.- Read aloud the instructions given at the top of page 1 of the questionnaire
4. Ask,the students not to discuss the questionnaires with. each other when they are filling

thee out.: We need to guard against a situation in which students would, influence each
other in their responses. '

5. hen, if,you 'elect, lead the class through SectionOne a question at a time. After the
,!class has comPleted that-sectionw'call their attention to Section Two. :Remind them that
for each program listed in Section Two (pages 2-6), we need tv answers one for their
attitude toward each program (Part A), and ,one for the vrental guidance received about
each program (Part B). If a student has never seen a program (Part A), he/she should
still select an appropriate answer in Part B.

6. Answers to possible questions about specific items (based on pre tail experience):
a. Please look at questions 14-18 and 21-32. If a student remembers watching a par-

ticular program yesterday, but cant remember the time the program was broadcast,
you may assist by referring to the attached current listing of programs.

b. With respect to the same questions, a student might ask, "What if I didn't watch
during all of a half-hour period?" You may reply that far each half-hour period,
if the student listened for ten or more minutes, he/she should place an "X" in the
bOx.

'Collection and Return of the questionnaires

,I. After the class has finished, collect the completed questionnaires. Remind the students
to take the envelope (containing the two yellow questionnaires and a letter to their
Parents/guardians) home that JAL. Emphasize that the envelope taken home must be the
same envelope the student was given in class.

2. Please fill out the attached "record of completion." Place the latter along with the
completed questionnaires in the envelope provided. Instructors in U.S.A. 259 should
return the "package" through the district's internal distribution system to the Office
of Research and'Planning (645 forth Emporia.) Instrkctors in the other school districts
should return their "packages' to their respective pri s.

Follow-up Letters

Approximately three school days after administering the questionnaires (see slip
attached to follow-up letters), please distribute those follow-up letters to your class
and ask eachatudeat to take one home to his/her parents. From reading the letter, you
can see that 'rde hope by this means to increase the response rate from parents. Since we
deliberately refrained from obtaining the names of either student or parent, we must
provide this letter to all students /parents. It will serve as a vehicle for thanking those
parents who have, returned their questionnaires as well as "reminding" those who haven't.

Many gunk/ for your time 'and coloperation!

4i
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1 "UNIT OF INSTRUCTION" ON PUBLIC OPINION POLLS

/ 324

Note: Here are some possihle explanations and illustrotions to use in thi9( "unit of in-
struction." You may haVe better ones, and in any case you know you class better
than we do. Adaptatiod, of course, should be made to the general ieVel of "sophis-_
tication" of your class.

sA.

election campaigns,
you have heard or read about "public opinion polls." During ,the presidential

ion campaigns, you may have heard about the "Gallup Poll" or the "Harris Poll" 'or s'

s!t
others.. These polls reported that a certain per cent of the vodka; were in favor of Gerald
Ford or Jimmy Carter. How do thise people''suchas Gallup and Harris makeuvtheir polls?

Gallup and Harris (and others) contact a number of people and ask tile*loat their
opinions. Polls may be done by talking to people in their homes, of on'the 'telephone, or
by asking them to answer questionnaires. Then, 'opinions obtained from,thesejpeople are
counted. If the number of people is large enough, and if these people are signer to all
voters, then Gallup and Harris estimate that the opinions of these peopleinterviewed are
'like the opinions of all voters.

1

The bails of public opinion polls is "sampli (Severa14xamPles follow.)

.

1. Suppose ten peopld are invited to a party. ey all ate...scre.,cike. If You want to find
Out if t1ipy thought the cake was good or bad, but you donxt. llgveltime Co ask all ten people.
then ybu could ask only.a few people. If you aske three .peoplei,and all'three agreed the .

`cake was good then you could gay that all ten of th people thought the,cake was good. But
if one of the three people.thought the. cake was ba and two thoUght it was good, you would
say that 1/3 of the people didn't like it, !nit 2/3 of the people did like it.

2. Suppose you wanted to find out whether students in the school, if: theY- had a chOice,
would rather have cherry pie or apple pie for lunah or perhaps,' neither one. It would not
be necessary to ask every student. 'You could pick a few diasigs out of all the claSses in
the school and ask those students. If the "chosen" classes were similar to the/rest of the
classes, then we:could say that whatever kind of pie they liked hest, then that/kihd of pie
would be the favorite of all' the students. The more students we ask, the better our
estimates/guessesyill be.

It isn't nedesehry to ask all people what they think about a given subject; only some
1- of them, to find the answers to our questions. The whole idea of public opinion polling is

. 14ased on "sampling". We asksome people what they think, and then we estimate that all
people believe the same way.

Today, we're going to participate in a real public opinion 'poll.. Wichita State Univer
sity wants'to know some things about students in the 46,. 5th, 6th,. 7th, 8th, andb9th grades
in the schools in Wichita and Sedgwick County. The'University wants to know when students
listen to television,. and what television programs they like, or dislike. Now, there are
About 30,000 of these students in Sedgwick County. Of course, it would be very difficult

F
and.take lots of time and money to talk to each of those 30,000 students. So, the qniverj
sitythas selected several classes in each of the grades, with each class being about the
size of this Class. See what they're doing? They're' "sampling" the opinions of some but not
all of the 30,000.. The University believes that what you and the other classes say about

. television will-be true of all 30,000 students.

, Toget your opinions, the University has provided a questionnaire for you to answer.
These are envelopes that I'm going to pass out-each has three questionnaires, a white one
'and .tiro yellow ones. The white one you will answer and turn in to me at the end of the
class, period. The two yellow questionnaires are for your parents, and you should take them
home in the envelope at the end.of school today. You see, the University is-also interested,
in what the-parents of students think about television programs. So, I'm now gains to give
each of you an envelope: (/ °

Note to tlasaroom Instructor: For here on, we rely on your go6d judgment for the adminTs-
tration of the questionnaires -- whether you want each individual studeneto complete'the
questionnaire at his or her ?ion pace, or whether you want the clasp to proceed tOgether,
one question at a time: In any case, please be sure-to'remind the students later to,take the -\

-envelope and yellow questionnaires home to their parents that day.

Again, many thanks for your:patience, perseverance, fortitude, and cooperation!

4i4t--
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swam AFTERNOON AND

3:30

5:30

6:00 60 Minutes

6:30 'Soon er (movie)

7:00 Sonn & Cher Show

7:30

8:00 Kojak

8:30

9:00 DelVecchio

The Pleasure
(movie)

Local news

CURRENT LISTINGS

TUG, NOVEMBER 14 (3:30 - I0:00

of His Company

WEEKDAYS 3:30-6:00

3:30 Flintstone

4:00 Bewitched

4:30 Emerrency

5:00 News
1

5;30 NBC Nightly News

MONDAY NOVUMER 15

NFL Football

Wonderful World of Disney

Sybil

NFL Football

NeVs

Patton (movie)

Gambit o

Mike Douglas

Cronkite (news)

Andy Griffith

cillipareg Island

My Three Sons

News

6:00 News ,

6:30 Wild Kingdom

7:00 Rhoda

7:30 Phyllis

s;po Maude

8:30 All's Fair

9:00 Executive Suite

TUESDAY. LOVEIBER 16

6:00 dews

The MupOets.

7:06 Rai Baa Black Sheep

LaveA6 & Shirley
*!

BOO NASH'

8 :30 One Day at a Tine

To Tell the Truth-

Adam 12 '

little House on the Prairie(

Monddy Nits- Football

To Tell the Trpth

Adam 12

Happy Days

Police Woman

Police Story

Partridge Family

The Captain &
TeASille

Partridge Family

Rich Nan, Poor Man VII

Family.

473
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WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 17

News

600 nary Tyler Moore Show

/7:00 Good Tines

760 The Jefferscnuf

0:00 Movie

300
4

9:00 The DlUla :might

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 111

T0 Tell. the Truth

Adam 12

Hollywood Squares

John Denver (special)

The Quest

326k

Fartridee Family

Dorothy Cgimill Shoir

(special)

-Olivia Newton John
(special)

6;00 News

.6;30 This Neek! ,Lookinp In

74 Van Dyke a Com.

7:30 Barney Miller

3:00 .Ewell FiVe-0

3:30 .The Nancy Maner

9:00 Barnaby Jones

Show

To Tell the Truth

/Adam 12

Welcome Back., Kotter

The.Tony Randall Show.

Gibbsville

Partridge, Family

Streets of San
Francisco

a

4 i4
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Record-of Completion

my class cOMpletod the quetionnaires
(day anddate of month)

accompanying this "record,"

Number of students

Nutber of.dtudents

:Number of students
questionnaires

currently enrolled
l.

S

coMP -ting uestionNai es
(

q
( f

absent,on the day the
vereadiministered

(Please\reiUrn
;
the unused copiey41.f the estionnaire alongwiththeilcompleted

ones. Don't attempt to follow "p on thcle a ent)

of Instructor

Name of school and U.S.D. Number

Grade, and Section/Period
,41:i

4
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Please distribute these "follow- " letters to your class on

The students should be asked to take them home to their parents.

(Note to the instructors accompanying the first .wave of 'follow-up"
letters; a copy of which ts reproduced on the next page)

I

Dear Instructor:

328

5

Recently, your students completed questionnaires op their television
viewing habits and'program preferences. Also, as you know, the students took
home questionnaires for their parents to complete and return directly to me. '
Thusfar; we.have received about 40% of the parents' questionnaires.

Today, in an attempt to increase the number of parental responses, will
you'once again 'give one of the attached letters to each student
who participated in the survey, and ask the student to take it home to
his/her parents? Since we deliberately refrained-from obtaining either
the student's or parents' names,'we must provide the letter' to all of the
participating students. This second "follow-Up" letter wil) again serve as
a means of both thanking the parents who-have returned their questionnaires
and "reminding" those who haven't.

This is the last time:we'll trouble you. Needless to say, we appreciate
s6 very much.your cooperation and assistance in what we believe,js a most
important study.

.

Sin -rely,

hillip J. Mohr, Ph.D. ,

Coordinator of Graduate Studies
,in Communications

Wichita State-University

(Note to the instructors accompanying' the second wave of "follow-up"
letters, a copy of which is reproduced on-the next page)



WICHITA STATE UNIVERSIT

. DEPARTMENT OF SPEECH COMMUNICATION
DIVISIONS OF:

SPEECF) EDUCATION
RHETORIC AND COMMUNICATION
THEATRE ARTS
RADIO-TELEVISION-FILM
GRADUATE STUDIES

Dear Parent() or Guardian(s):

WICHITA, KANSAS 672 8
PHONE 316/689-31

to,

329

A/few days ago, your child brought home two questionnaires for.you to
answer. These were contained in a self-addressp (no-postage required) return
envelope. They asked for your attitude toward-specific television programs that
are broadcast in the evenings and on Saturday mornings. (Your child answered
a similar questionnaire at school.)

Many of the parents have returned their, ,questionnaires. However, since we have
been very careful not to obtain the names of either the child or the parentsi
we do not know who have returned theirs. If you haver returned yours, please
accept our very sincere thanks for your cooperation. .If you haven't, would you
mind'taking just a few minutes to complete them as vie would like very much to
have all -completed questionnaires in order to have a good representative cross-
section.

The envelope contained two questiohnaires on the assumption that in most house-
holds there are two parents or other responsible adults. Where there are two
in.your, household, we would appreciate having both questionnaires completed.
If there is only one responsible adult, then just return the one completed
questionnaire.

ti

Again,' many, many thanks for your time and help.

Sinc ely,

djb

Phillip J. Mohr, Ph.D. ,

Coordinator of graduate Studies
in,Communication

47 7A. V

off'
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WICHITA PUBLIC SCHOOLS
EDUCATIONAL SERVICES BUILDING

640 NortheEmporia

WICHITA, KANSAS 672,I4

Division of Reseaich, Planning, and Develoginent SerVices

October 2 7 , 1976

4 _

Selected Building Principals,
and Selected Instructors

FROM: A. W. Dirks, Director
Research, Planning, and Development
C. D. LieChti, Director
Administrative Research

Action Requested
November 15-10, 1976

SUBJECT: Participation in Approved Research Project

N

As you know, USD 259 has a Research Court, il to screen and approve
all proposed research projects which involve u ils and/dr:staffin
USD 259. Recently, one such project was app datand'is being conducted
by Dr. F*111ip J.' Mohr, Coordinator of'Graduate_Studies, Department of
Speech Communication at Wichita State UniVersity. Earlier, DrMohr
was successful in obtaining a grant awarded by ABC-TVto conduct a
study of viewing habits and parental guidance in TV viewing for pupils
in grades four through nine in Sedgwick County.

USD 2.59 along with the Other rne Unified Districts in the county,
will be participating. in this large sample survey resear project.. The
sdrvey,will be conducted'the week of.NOvember 15-19, 197 . Selected
Class sections and instructors should receive packets of materials prior
to that week. Since a large number of ofase groUps (184)4ereaelected_
in USD 259, we insisted that this experience for pupils be one that was
instructional in. nature.' Therefore, the materials prepared-by Dr. Mohr'
include not only suggestions for administering the questionnaires,-but
will also include suggestions regarding a Nay instructors can make this
activity a'small unit of instruction.

We view participation,on the'part of pupilsand instructors as
being voluntary. However, we also feel that a study of this nature
'should provide valuable data for our'school system. We would encourage
you and selected .instructors to assist Dr.Aohr in'anyiway you can to:
successfully complete the questionnaire process in this study. 'when;the
student questionnaire's have been completed", they should be packaged and
returned to the Research Dept., Educational Services Building.

*

473
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We appreciate the time and effort you..take.,in assisting us with
the completion of this project. The following instructor(s) and class
section(s) were randomly selected tci participate in this survey.

Teacher:

6."

479
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WICHITA STATE UNIVERSITY

DEPARTMENT OF SPEECH COMMUNICAJION
DIVISIONS OP,:

SPEECH EDUCATION
RHETORIC AND COMMUNICATION
THEATRE ARTS
RAD1O-TELEVISION-FILM
GRADUATE STUDIES

Dear Parenti

WICHITA, KANSAS 672158

PHONE 316/689-3185

September 27, 1976

332

' With the Oproval and cooperation of the public school Wichfta State
University,is 4onducting asurvey of the television vie g habits and program
preferences of students* in the fotirth to the nin grades. Information obtained
from this survey should assist, the broadcasti industry in programing for our
youthfuT'televi on-viiewers, and should be o great interest also to parents
and educators.

In the near future; printed questionnaires will be given to students in the
class in which your child is enrolled. On thg questionnaires students will be
asked identical questions about the tima th0 listen to television and about
their attitudes ("like" or "dislike) toward specific television programs
broadEast in.the evenings and on Saturday mornings.

Pretesting of the easy-to-read, -"check-list" type of questionnaire ihdicates
that only about aUminutes will be reiuired'to complete_the,.anstwers, and we

.believe that the children will, in fact, enjoy, filling it out. Upon completion;
all questionnaires will be Collected by the teachers and returned tome. .To
ensure privacy and anonymity, the students will be instructed not to write their
names on the questionnaires.

Participation, of course, is voluntary. Naturally, We want to obtain an'
accurate, representative, cross s ction of the students in the six.graAs. To
get this, we need participation by all of the randomly. selected students,
including your child. ,

r.
,

To assist us, will you please complete and Ognothe attached. form'and haVe
your child 'eturn it to his or her teacher tomorrow, or the nex'day your child 4,

. attends school? ,

We will,. be most grateful for your cooperation:in what we believe will be a
worthWhile and enlightening study. ,

,-. Agait, many thfinks!

. . Sincerely,

PJM:m c

4

hillip. J. lohr, Ph.D.

Cobrdinator 'of Graduate Studies
in Communication



sr

Permission to Participate
\,

I hereby grant permission for

who is enrolled in the

in

(please print.first name middle initial and last
name' of your child)

e

grade at'

(name of town or city)

television listening habits and program preferences: I understand that the

survey will be conducted by Wichita StateAniversity with the approval of

- the public, school systeM.

-4

pame;,6f school).

participate iea survey of children's

4 S
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